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PUBLISHERS'    NOTE. 


These  Lectures  are  now  offered  to  the  public  in  the 
form  in  which  they  were  left  by  the  Author  after  a 
final  revision.  It  will  be  seen  that  there  are  occasional 
modifications  in  the  text — the  result  of  fresh  light 
thrown  on  certain  points  by  the  critical  research  of  the 
last  twenty  years ;  and  much  additional  matter  will  be 
found  in  the  new  notes  which,  it  is  believed,  will  in- 
crease in  no  small  degree  the  value  of  the  work. 
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PREFACE. 


Lf  pnremanoe  of  a  plan  for  enlarging  the  means  of  education 
aflforded  by  Oolximbia  College  in  the  city  of  New  York,  courses 
of  instmction,  called  Post-graduate  Lectures,  were  organized  in 
the  summer  of  1858.  I  was  invited  by  the  Trustees  of  that 
institution  to  give  readings  on  the  English  language.  The  Lec- 
tures which  compose  the  present  volxmie  were  prepared  and 
delivered  in  the  autumn  and  winter  of  1858-1859,  and  they  are 
printed  very  nearly  in  their  original  form.  The  title  "Post- 
graduate "  and  the  Litroductoiy  Address  sufficiently  indicate  the 
class  of  persons  for  whom  they  were  designed.  It  was  supposed 
that  the  course  might  extend  through  two  terms,  and  the  plan  of 
the  Lectures  was  arranged  accordingly.  The  purpose  of  the  first 
or  introductoiy  series  was  to  excite  a  more  general  interest  among 
educated  men  and  women  in  the  history  and  essential  character 
of  their  native  tongue,  and  to  recommend  the  study  of  the  lan- 
guage in  its  earlier  literary  monuments  rather  than  through  the 
medium  o'f  grammars  and  linguistic  treatises.  The  second  term 
would  have  been  devoted  to  what  might  be  called  a  grammatical 
history  of  English  literature,  or  a  careful  and  systematic  exami- 
nation of  the  origin  and  progressive  development  of  English,  as 
exhibited  in  actual  practice  by  the  best  native  writers. 

This  statement  will  explain  many  apparent  deficiencies  in  the 
Lectures  now  published,  and  especially  the  omission  of  any 
notice  of  the  minor  dramatists,  and  of  the  Scottish  dialect  and 
other  local  peculiarities  of  English,  as  well  as  the  small  amount 
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VIU  PBEFAOE. 

of  critical  dificossion  upon  the  diction,  style,  and  literary  merits 
of  different  authors. 

In  selecting  illustrations,  I  have  chosen  to  draw  attention  to 
the  less  known  fields  of  our  literature,  and  I  have  had  recourse 
to  works  neither  so  rare  as  to  be  inaccessible,  nor,  though  highly 
deserving,  so  common  as  to  be  &miliar,  to  most  readers.  Hence 
I  have  seldom  cited  Shakespeare,  Milton,  Addison,  or  other  au- 
thors whose  productions  are,  or  ought  to  be,  in  eveiy  man's 
hands,  though  I  am  aware  that  they  would  often  have  supplied 
more  apposite  quotations  than  those  I  have  employed.  In  the 
number  of  illustrations  I  have  been  sparing,  and  I  have  intro- 
duced only  so  many  as  I  thought  necessary  to  make  my  meaning 
plain,  and,  in  two  or  three  important  cases,  to  establish  the  point 
for  which  I  was  contending.  It  would  have  been  easy  to  make 
a  show  of  cheap  learning  by  multiplying  extracts,  but  I  have 
preferred,  after  pointing  out  sufficient,  and  I  fear  for  the  most 
part  neglected,  sources  of  instruction,  to  leave  to  the  reader  the 
pleasant  and  profitable  task  of  seeking  authorities  for  himself. 

The  Lectures  are  addressed  to  the  many,  not  to  the  few ;  to 
those  who  have  received  such  an  amount  of  elementary  dis- 
cipline as  to  qualify  them  to  become  their  own  best  teachers  in ' 
the  attainment  of  general  culture,  not  to  the  professed  gram- 
marian or  linguistic  inquirer.  The  weU-edited  republications  of 
old  English  authors  which  have  issued  from  the  Boston  press, 
the  learned  and  valuable  labors  of  Mr.  Klipstein  in  Anglo-Saxon 
philology,  and  the  admirable  elucidations  of  Shakespeare  by  Mr. 
White  and  other  American  critics,  abundantly  prove  the  exist- 
ence among  us  of  the  knowledge  and  the  taste,  the  further  pro- 
motion of  which  has  been  my  special  aim.  These  studies  are, 
we  may  hope,  soon  to  receive  a  new  impulse  and  new  aids  from 
the  publication  of  a  complete  dictionary  of  the  English  lan- 
guage— a  work  of  prime  necessity  to  all  the  common  moral  and 
literary  interests  of  the  British  and  American  people,  and  which 
is  now  in  course  of  execution  by  the  London  Philological  So- 
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ciety,  upon  a  plan,  and  with  a  command  of  f adlitieci,  that  promise 
the  most  satisf actoiy  results. 

I  have  only  to  add,  that  the  occasional  allusions  to  the  political 
condition  of  Europe  are  to  be  understood  with  reference  to  the 
time  when  the  Lectures  were  deliyefed,  and  that  subsequent 
events  have  not  weakened  the  convictions  I  have  expressed  on 
this  important  subject 

BxjBUKGTON,  Yt.,  October  86, 1850 


PREFACE  TO  THE  FOURTH  EDITION. 


Ik  this  edition,  nnmerous  errors  of  the  copyists  of  my  manu- 
script and  of  the  press,  which  through  inexperience  in  proof- 
reading I  liad  faQed  to  detect,  as  well  as  many  inadvertences  of 
my  own,  are  corrected,  and  the  appendix  is  much  enlarged.  The 
additions  consist  principally  of  citations  and  proofs  in  illustra- 
tion of  statements  and  opinions  not  sufficiently  supported  before. 

It  is  with  some  reluctance  that  I  have  multiplied  my  excerpts 
and  references,  because  I  know  that  though,  in  a  country  not 
familiar  to  him,  the  true  angler  is  thankful  to  be  told  where  lie 
the  dear  lakelets  and  the  fishy  brooks,  yet  he  desires  no  man  to 
catch  his  trout  for  him. 

But  the  wealth  of  English  literature  is  such,  that  I  need  not 
fear  to  exhaust  its  stores  by  twenty  pages  of  quotation ;  and  he 
who  patiently  explores  its  abundant  waters,  will  not  fail  to  find, 
that,  after  all  that  I  and  other  laborers  have  extracted,  there  are 
still  as  good  fish  in  the  sea  as  ever  were  caught. 

In  this  edition  I  entitle  this  volume.  First  Series,  because  I  am 
about  to  publish  a  second,  consisting  of  a  course  of  Lectures  de- 
livered at  the  Lowell  Institute  upon  the  history  of  the  English 
language,  and  particularly  of  its  lexical  and  grammatical  changes, 
with  special  reference  to  its  literary  capabilities  and  adaptations. 

BuBUNGTON,  Vt.,  Januo/ry  1, 1861. 
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THE  ENGLISH  LANGUAGE. 


LECTURE    I. 
nnBODnoTOBY. 

Thb  severe  Roman  bestowed  upon  the  language  of  his  conntry 
the  appellation  of  patrins  sermo.,*  the  patema]  Oi^  pational 
speech;  but  we,  deriving  from  the  doooerticity  of  tfiaxcn  !ife  a 
tmer  and  tenderer  appreciation  ojf  .tlbD^  jpest  and  purest  i^mirco  of 
linguistic  instruction,  more  happily^^iaijie  our  home-bom  Engliah 
the  mother-tongue.  The  tones  of  the  native  language  ire  the 
medium  through  which  the  affection^  and  the  intellect  a^ .  Irst 
addressed,  and  they  are  to  the  heart  ^d  the  head  of  infancy ;^v:tt 
the  nutriment  drawn  from  the  mqtemal  breast  is  to  the  ^pb, ,- 1 1 
frame.  "Speech,"  in  the  words  of. Heyse,  "is  the  3ar(^.,.  » 
ganic  act  of  free  self-consciousness,  an$  tbe  sense  of  our  person- 
ality is  first  developed  in  the  exercise,  of » toe  faculty,  pi- speech." 
Without  entering  upon  the  speculations  of  tl\e  Nominalists  and 
the  Kealists,  we  must  admit  that,  in  the  process  of  ratiocination 
properly  called  iJumght^  the  mind  acts  only  by  words.  "Cogito, 
ergo  sum,  I  think,  therefore  I  am,"  said  Descartes.  Whether 
this  is  a  logical  conclusion  or  not,  we  habitually,  if  not  necessarily, 
connect  words,  thought,  and  self-recognizing  existence,  as  condi- 
tions each  of  both  the  others,  and  hence  it  is  that  we  have  little 
or  no  recollection  of  that  portion  of  our  life  which  preceded  our 
acquaintance  with  language.  Indeed,  so  necessary  are  words  to 
thought,  to  reflection,  to  the  memory  of  former  states  of  self- 
conscious  being,  that  though  the  intelligence  of  persons  born 


2  INTRODCTOTOBY.  [Lect.  i. 

without  the  sense  of  hearmir  sometimes  receives,  throufi^h  the 
medium  of  manual  signs,  a^d  without  instructi^  in  ^rds,  a 
very  considerable  degree  of  apparent  culture,  yet,  when  deaf- 
mutes  are  educated  and  taught  the  use  of  verbal  language,  they 
are  generally  almost  wholly  unable  to  recall  their  mental  status 
at  earlier  periods ;  and,  so  far  as  we  are  able  to  judge,  they  ap- 
pear to  have  been  previously  devoid  of  those  conceptions  which 
we  acquire,  or  at  least  retain  and  express,  by  means  of  general 
terms.  So,  our  recollection  of  moments  of  intense  pain  or  pleas- 
ure, moral  or  physical,  is  dim  and  undefined.  Grief  too  big  for 
words,  joy  which  finds  no  articulate  voice  for  utterance,  sensa- 
tions too  acute  for  description,  when  once  their  cause  is  removed, 
•or  when  time  has  abated  their  keenness,  leave  traces  deep  indeed 
in  tone,  but  too  shadowy  in  outline  to  be  capable  of  distinct  re- 
production;  for  that  alone  which  is  precisely  formulated  can  be 
clearly  remembered. 

Kature  has  jnade  speech  the  condition  and  vehicle  of  social 
intercoui^  4H{1  conseguj^ntly  it  is  essentially  so  elementary  a  dis- 
ciplme^iBfttaihorougb-kf^  of  the  mother-tongae  seems 

to,be'|)lf^|)posed  as1bhV^?iu^  of  all  education,  and  especially  as 
an  indispensable  preparatfO^-^o):  the  reception  of  academic  in- 
struction. It  is  doubtiess  for  this  reason,  that,  in  our  American 
gyBfem,of  education,  the  study  of  the  English  language  has  usually 
bQgfr*«almo8t  wholly  excludM^frotfi  the  collegia!  curriculum,  and 
reC^fitty  indeed  from  humbler,  seminaries ;  and  therefore  so  great 
a  no^el^.a^its  abrupt^traoJ^f^Kfrom  thenursery  to  the  auditorium 
of  a^ci^t*^^uat0  ipm^]\thsi^  seem  to  demand  both  explanation 

andapOlOgyy  ./''•"'*" 

It  is  a  trite -remark;  £hat  the  national  history  and  the  national 
language  begin  to  be  studied  only  in  tiieir  decay,  and  scholars 
have  sometimes  shown  an  almost  superstitious  reluctance  to  ap- 
proach either,  lest  they  should  contribute  to  the  aggravation  of  a 
symptom  whose  manifestation  might  tend  to  hasten  the  catas- 
Irophe  of  which  it  is  the  forerunner.  Indeed,  if  we  listen  to 
some  of  the  voices  around  us,  we  are  in  danger  of  being  persuaded 
that  the  decline  of  our  own  tongae  has  not 'only  commenced,  but 
has  already  advanced  too  far  to  be  averted  or  even  arrested.  If 
it  is  true,  as  is  intimated  by  the  author  of  our  most  widely  circu- 
lated dictionary — a  dictionary  which  itself  does  not  explain  the 


.^ 


^ 
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▼ocabulary  of  Paradise  Lost — that  it  is  a  violation  of  the  present 
standard  of  good  taste  to  employ  old  English  words  not  used  by 
Dryden,  Pope,  Gray,  Goldsmitii,  and  Cowper ;  if  words  whidi 
enter  into  the  phraseology  of  Spenser,  and  Shakespeare,  and  Mil- 
ton, thongh  important  ^^  to  the  antiquary,  are  useless  to  the  great 
mass  of  readers ";  and,  above  all,  if  the  dialect  of  the  authoritar 
tive  standard  of  the  Christian  faith,  in  the  pnrest,  simplest,  and 
most  beantifnl  form  in  which  it  has  been  presented  to  modem 
intelligence,  is  obsolete,  nninteUigible,  forgotten,  then,  indeed, 
the  English  language  is  decayed,  extinct,  fossilized,  and,  like 
other  organic  relics  of  the  past,  a  fit  subject  for  curious  antiqua- 
rian research  and  philosophic  investigation,  but  no  longer  a  theme 
of  living,  breathing  interest. 
'  In  reasoning  from  the  past  to  the  present,  we  are  apt  to  forget 
?  that  5j:otealaQtChrifitianil3Land  the  invention  of  printing  have 
entirely  changed  the  outward  conditions  of  at  least  Gothic,  not  to 
say  civilized,  humanity,  and  so  distinguished  this  new  phase  of 
Indo-European  life  from  that  old  world  which  lies  behind  us, 
that,  though  all  which  was  true  of  individual  man  in  the  days  of 
Plato  and  of  Seneca  and  of  Abelard  is  true  now,  yet  most  which 
was  then  conceived  to  be  true  of  man  as  a  created  and  dependent, 
or  as  a  social  being,  is  at  this  day  recognized  as  either  false  or 
abnormal.  The  reciprocal  relations  between  the  means  and  the 
ends  of  human  life  are  reversed,  and  the  conscious,  deliberate 
aims  and  voluntary  processes  and  instrumentalities  of  intellectual 
action  are  completely  revolutionized.  Hence,  we  are  constantly 
in  danger  of  error,  when,  in  the  economy  of  social  man,  we  apply 
ancient  theories  to  modem  facts,  and  deduce  present  eflEect  or  pre- 
dict future  consequences  from  causes  which,  in  remote  ages,  have 
produced  results  analogous  to  recent  or  expected  phenomena. 
This  is  especially  true  with  reference  to  those  studies  and  those 
pursuits  which  are  less  immediately  connected  with  the  fleeting 
interests  of  the  hour.  We  are,  accordingly,  not  warranted  in 
concluding  that,  because  the  creative  spirits  of  ancient  and  flour- 
ishing Hellenic  literature  did  not  concern  themselves  with  gram- 
matical subtleties,  but  left  the  syntactical  and  orthoepical  theories 
of  the  Greek  language  to  be  developed  in  late  and  degenerate 
Alexandria,  therefore  the  study  of  native  philology  in  commer- 
cial London  and  industrial  Manchester  proves  the  decadence  of 
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tiie  heroic  speecli  which,  in  former  centarieB,  embodied  the  epic 
and  dramatic  glories  of  Englifth  genins. 

The  impulse  to  the  study  of  English,  and  especially  of  its  ear- 
Ber  forms,  which  has  lately  begun  to  be  felt  in  England  and  in 
this  country,  is  not  a  result  of  the  action  of  domestic  causes.  It 
has  not  grown  out  of  any  thing  in  the  political  or  social  condi- 
tion of  the  English  and  American  people,  or  out  of  any  morbid 
habit  of  the  common  language  and  literature  of  both,  but  it  had 
its  origin  wholly  in  the  contagion  of  Continental  example. 

The  jealousies  and  alarms  of  the  turbulent  period  which  fol- 
lowed the  first  French  Eeyolution,  and  which  suspended  the  in- 
dependent political  existence  of  so  many  of  the  minor  European 
States,  at  the  same  time  threatening  all  with  ultimate  absorption, 
naturally  stimulated  the  self-conscious  individuality  of  every  race, 
and  led  them  alike  to  attach  special  value  to  every  thing  character- 
istic  every  thing  peculiar,  in  their  own  constitution,  their  own  pos- 
sessions,  their  own  historic  recollections,  as  conservative  elements, 
as  means  of  resistance  against  an  influence  which  sought,  first, 
to  denationalize,  and  then  to  assimilate  them  all  to  its  own  social 
and  governmental  system.  Hence,  contemporaneously  with  the 
wars  of  that  eventful  crisis,  there  sprung  up  a  universal  spirit  of 
local  inquiry,  local  pride,  and  local  patriotism ;  the  history,  the 
archseology,  the  language,  the  early  literature,  of  every  European 
people,  became  objects  of  earnest  study,  first  with  its  own  schol- 
ars, then  with  allied  nations  or  races,  and,  finally,  by  the  power 
of  international  sympathy,  and  the  unexpected  light  which  ety- 
mological researches  have  thrown  on  some  of  the  most  mterest- 
ing  questions  belonging  to  present  psychology  and  to  past  history, 
with  enlightened  and  philosophic  thinkers  everywhere. 

The  people  of  England  were  less  agitated  by  the  fears  which 
disturbed  the  repose  of  tiie  Continental  nations,  and  they  are  con- 
stitutionally slow  in  yielding  either  to  moral,  to  intellectual,  or  to 
material  influences  from  without.  Accordingly,  while  the  phi- 
lologists and  historians  of  Denmark*  and  of  G-ermany  were  stu- 

*  Thorkelin  had  prepared  the  poem  of  Beowulf  for  publication  as  eaiiy  as 
1807,  but  the  press  copy  was  destroyed  in  the  sieg:e  of  Copenhagen.  He,  how- 
ever, renewed  his  labors,  and  in  1815,  brought  out  the  first  edition  of  that  im- 
portant work.  Five  years  later,  Grundtyig  published  a  Danish  version  of  Beo- 
wulf, with  emendations,  in  a  great  measure  conjectural,  of  the  original  printed 
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diously  inyestigating  and  elncidating  the  course  of  Anglo-Saxon 
history,  the  laws  of  the  Anglo^axon  language,  and  the  character 
of  its  literature,  as  things  cognate  with  their  own  past  glories  and 
future  aspirations,  few  native  English  inquirers  busied  themselvcB 
with  studies  whose  obscure,  though  real,  connection  with  the 
stirring  events  of  that  epoch  no  timid  sensitiveness  had  yet  taught 
the  British  mind  to  feeL  It  was  only  when  the  new  political 
relations  between  England  and  the  important  Germanic  States 
had  awakened  the  dormant  moral  and  intellectual  sympathies  be- 
tween these  nations,  that  the  literature  and  the  learning  of  Ger- 
many became  objects  of  interest  and  sources  of  instruction  to 
British  scholars.  To  that  period  we  trace  the  first  impulses 
whose  gradual  action  has  led  to  the  tardy  revival  of  national 
philology  in  England,  and  the  labors  of  Danish  and  German 
lingoiste  form  the  real  gronndwork  of  all  that  native  inqniren. 
have  since  accomplished.  If  I  were  to  refer  to  any  individual  as 
having  been  specially  influential  in  this  direction,  I  should  dte 
the  example  and  the  labors  of  Max  Miiller.  Miiller  has  not,  so 
&r  as  I  know,  made  old  English  philology  a  specialty,  but  he  has 
given  an  immense  impulse  to  the  revived  study  of  Oriental  and 
general  linguistics,  and  this,  by  the  com/mwrie  vincvhmi  which 
exists  between  all  knowledges,  has  made  itself  felt  in  every  de- 
partment of  English  intellectual  effort.  If  we  compare  the  criti- 
cal and  scientific  Periodical  Literature  of  England  at  the  begin- 
ning with  that  at  the  end  of  the  generation  now  drawing  to  its 
dose,  we  shall  find  an  advance  seldom  paralleled  in  the  history 
of  human  culture.  This  difference  is,  I  believe,  in  a  great  meas- 
ure to  be  ascribed  to  the  influence  I  have  mentioned. 

Bat  ahhongh  the  interest  now  manifested  'm  the  histoiy  and 
true  linguistic  character  of  the  English  speech  originated  in  ex- 
ternal movements,  yet  it  must  be  admitted  that  it  is,  at  this  mo- 
ment, streugthened  in  England  by  a  feeling  of  apprehension  con- 
cerning the  position  of  that  country  in  coming  years — an  appre- 
hension which,  notwithstanding  occasional  manifestations  of  heredi<* 

by  Thorkelin.  These  are  among  the  earliest  and  most  successful  Instances  of  the 
application  of  sound  learning  and  critical  sagacii^*  to  the  restoration  of  corrupt 
texts.  Bask,  also  a  Dane,  published  in  1817,  the  first  complete  Anglo-Saxon 
grammar,  and  this  has  only  lately  been  superseded  by  the  labors  of  our  coun- 
tryman^  Prof.  March. 
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tary  confidence  and  pride,  is  a  very  widely  prevalent  sentiment 
among  the  British  people.  Becent  occurrences  have  inspired  an 
anxiety  amounting  abnost  to  alarm,  concerning  their  relations 
with  their  nearest,  as  well  as  their  more  remote,  Continental 
neighbors,  and  those  who  compare  the  policy  and  position  of 
England  in  1815,  1851,  and  1859,  may  well  be  pardoned  for 
some  misgivings  with  regard  to  the  present  tendencies  of  the 
British  social  and  political  state.  In  such  circumstances,  it  is 
natural  that  enlightened  Englishmen  should  cherish  a  livelier  at- 
tachment to  all  that  is  great  and  reverend  in  the  memories  of 
their  early  being,  and  thought,  and  action,  and  should  regard 
with  increasing  interest  the  monuments  that  record  the  series  of 
intellectual  and  physical  triumphs  by  which  the  Anglo-Saxon  and 
the  Norman  raised  the  Empire  they  successively  conquered  to 
such  an  unexampled  pitch  of  splendor  and  of  power. 

Modem  philology,  then,  did  not,  like  ancient  grammatical  lore, 
originate  in  the  life-and-death  struggle  of  perishing  nationalities, 
nor  in  a  morbid  consfeionHnees  of  internal  decay  and  approaching 
dissolution,  but  in  a  sound,  philosophic  appreciation  of  the  surest 
safeguard  of  national  independence  and  national  honor — an  in- 
telligent comprehension,  namely,  of  what  is  good  and  what  is 
great  in  national  history,  national  institutions,  national  character. 
It  is  a  pulsation  of  life,  not  a  throe  of  death ;  a  token  of  regen- 
eration, not  a  sign  of  extinction.  The  zeal  with  which  these 
studies  are  pursued  is  a  high  expression  of  intellectual  patriotism, 
a  security  against  the  perils  of  absorption  and  centralization  which 
are  again  menacing  the  commonwealths  of  the  Eastern  Continent, 
a  bulwark  against  the  dangers  with  which  what  exists  of  Conti- 
nental liberty  is  threatened,  now  by  the  ambitious  dreams  of 
French  Csesarism  and  of  German  ^  nationality,'  now  by  Musco- 
vite  barbarism,  and  now  by  pontifical  obscnrantism. 

The  fniits  of  increased  attention  to  domestic  philology  have 
been  strikingly  manifested  in  the  reviving  literatures,  and  in  the 
awakening  moral  and  poUtical  energies,  olmany  lesser  European 
peoples,  which,  until  the  agitations  I  speak  of ,  seemed  to  be  fast 
sinking  into  f orgetfulness  and  inaction.  States  and  races,  long 
deemed  insignificant  and  decrepit,  have  given  a  fresh  impulse 
to  the  intellectual  movement  of  our  age,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
are  throwing  up  new  barricades  against  the  encroachments  of 
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the  great  Continental  despotisms.  Denmark,  Korway,  Swe- 
den, Poland,  Bohemia,  Hungary,  have  ronsed  themselyes  to 
the  creation  of  new  letters,  and  the  manifestation  of  a  new 
popnkr  life.  The  European  Continent  is  to-day  protesting 
against  being  Tentonized,  as  energetically  as  it  did,  at  the  begin- 
ning of  this  centnry,  against  a  forced  conformity  to  a  Gallic  or- 
ganization ;  and  we  may  well  hope  that  the  same  spirit  will  be 
found  equally  potent  to  resist  the  Panslavic  invasion,  which  will 
be  the  next  source  of  danger  to  the  civil  and  intellectual  liberties 
of  Christendom. 

There  are  circumstances  in  the  inherent  character  of  the  Eng- 
lish language  which  recommend — ^there  are  circumstances  in  its 
position  which  demand — ^the  most  sedulous  and  persevering  in- 
vestigation. I  will  not  here  speak  of  what  belongs  to  another 
part  of  our  course — ^the  general  value  and  importance  of  lin- 
guistic inquiry — ^but  1  will  draw  your  attention  to  the  multi- 
farious etymology  of  our  Babylonish  vocabulary,  and  to  the  com- 
posite structure  of  our  syntax,  as  peculiarities  of  the  English 
tongue  not  shared  in  an  equal  degree  by  any  other  European 
speech  known  in  literature,  and  requiring  an  amount  of  system- 
atic study  not  in  other  cases  usually  necessary.  The  groundwork 
of  English,  indeed,  can  be,  and  best  is,  learned  at  the  domestic 
fireside — a  school  for  which  there  is  no  adequate  substitute ;  but 
the  knowledge  there  acquired  is  not,  as  in  homogeneous  lan^ 
guages,  a  root  out  of  which  will  spontaneously  grow  the  flowers 
and  the  fruits  which  adorn  and  enrich  the  speech  of  man.  Eng- 
lish has  been  so  much  affected  by  extraneous,  alien,  and  discord- 
ant  influences,  so  much  mixed  wiA  foreign  kgredi^nts,  so  much 
overloaded  with  adventitious  appendages,  that  it  is,  to  most  of 
those  who  speak  it,  in  a  considerable  degree  a  conventional  and 
arbitrary  symbolism.  The  Anglo-Saxon  tongue  has  a  craving 
and  accommodating  appetite,  and  is  as  rapacious  of  words  and  as 
tolerant  of  forms,  as  are  its  children  of  territory  and  of  religions. 
But,  in  spite  of  its  f^wer  of  assimilation,  there  is  much  of  the 
speech  of  England  which  has  never  become  connatural  to  the 
Anglican  people,  and  its  grammar  has  passively  suffered  the  in- 
troduction of  many  syntactical  combinations  which  are  not  merely 
irr^nlar,  but  repugnant.  It  has  lost  its  original  organic  law  of 
progress,  and  its  present  growth  is  by  accretion,  not  by  develop- 
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ment.  I  shall  not  liere  inquire  whether  this  condition  of  Eng* 
lish  is  an  eviL  There  are  many  cases  where  a  complex  and  cim« 
ningly-devised  maohine,  dexterously  goided,  can  do  that  which  the 
congenital  hand  fails  to  accompli^ ;  bnt  the  computing  of  our 
losses  and  gains,  the  striking  of  our  linguistic  balance,  belongs 
elsewhere.  SufSice  it  to  say,  that  English  is  not  a  laogoage  which 
teaches  itself  by  mere  unreflecting  usage.  It  can  be  mastered,  in 
all  its  wealth,  in  all  its  power,  only  by  conscious,  persistent  labor ; 
and,  therefore,  when  all  the  world  is  awaking  to  the  value  of 
general  philological  science,  it  would  ill  become  us  to  be  slow  in 
recognizing  the  special  importance  of  the  study  of  our  own 
tongue.* 

But,  in  order  that  this  study  may  commend  itself  to  the  popu- 
lar mind,  its  value  and  its  interest  must  first  be  made  apparent 
to  the  thinking  spirits  by  whom  the  current  of  pubUc  opinion  is 
determined.  Knowledge  has  its  sources  on  the  heights  of  hu- 
manity, and  culture  derives  its  authority  from  the  example  of  the 
acknowledged  leaders  of  society.  Studies  n^lected  or  under- 
valued by  the  educated  man,  will  have  still  less  attraction  for  the 
pupil,  Jd  English  phiS^  cannot  win  its  way  to  a  f  ona  in 
American  highnschools,  until  it  shall  have  been  recognized  as  a 
worthy  pursuit  by  the  learned  and  the  wise,  who  are  no  longer 
subject  to  the  autliority  of  academic  teachers. 

But,  great  as  is  the  practical  importance  of  the  knowledge  of 
words,  let  it  not  be  said  that,  for  its  sake  alone,  we  encourage  in- 
quiry into  the  structure  and  constitution  of  national  speech.    The 

*  For  easie  obtaining  is  enemie  to  iudgement,  not  onlie  in  words  and  na- 
torall  Bpeche,  but  in  greater  matters  and  verie  important  Aduised  &  con- 
siderat  cumming  by,  as  it  proves  by  those  tongs,  which  we  learn  by  art,  where 
time  and  trauell  be  the  compassing  means,  emplanteth  in  wits  hoth.  certaintie 
to  rest  on  A  assurance  to  rise  by.  Our  natural  tung  cummeth  on  ys  by  hudle, 
and  therefor  hedelesse,  foren  language  is  labored,  and  therefor  learned,  tho 
one  still  in  vse  and  neuer  well  known,  the  other  well  known  and  verie  seldom 
Ysed.  And  yet  continewal  vse  should  enf  §r  knowledge,  in  a  thing  of  such 
Tse,  as  the  natural!  deliurie  of  our  mind  and  mea<iing  is.  And  to  sale  the 
truth  what  reason  is  it,  to  be  acquainted  abrode  and  a  stranger  at  home  ?  to 
know  foren  tungs  by  rule,  and  our  own  but  by  rote  7  If  all  other  men  had 
been  so  affected,  to  make  much  of  the  foren,  and  set  light  by  their  own,  aa 
we  seme  to  do,  we  had  neuer  had  these  things  we  like  of  so  much,  we  should 
neuer  by  comparing  haue  discerned  the  het^/Bi—IUehard  MiUeaH&r,  Firti  Pom 
nf  iAtf  Sl&mmiUnii,  1683,  p.  167. 
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discipline  we  advocate  embraces  a  broader  range,  and  extendi 
iteelf  to  the  scientific  notion  of  philology,  which,  thongh  &miliar 
in  G-erman  literature,  has  not  yet  become  the  recognized  mean 
ing  of  the  word  in  English.  The  course  we  propose  includes, 
naturally  and  necessarily,  the  study  of  those  old  English  writers, 
in  whose  works  we  find,  not  only  the  most  forcible  forms  of  ex- 
pression, but  a  marvellous  affluence  of  the  mighty  thoughts  out 
of  which  has  grown  the  action  that  has  made  England  and  her 
children  the  wonder  and  the  envy  of  the  world.  With  respect 
to  the  technicalities  of  primitive  grammar  and  etymology,  the 
radical  forms  of  structure  which  characterize  our  ancient  tongue, 
the  American  student  has  but  narrow  means  of  original  research. 
His  investigations  must,  for  the  present,  be  pursued  at  second 
hand,  by  the  aid  of  materials  inadequate  in  themselves,  and  too 
often  collected  with  little  judgment  or  disc^^imination.  The 
standard  of  linguistic  science  in  England  is,  or  rather  till  recently 
has  been,  comparatively  low.  British  scholars  have  produced 
few  satisfactory  discussions  of  Anglo-Saxon  or  Old-English  in- 
flectional or  structural  forms,  and  it  is  to  Teutonic  zeal  and  learn- 
ing that  we  must  stiU  look  for  the  elucidation  of  many  points  of 
interest  connected  with  the  form  and  the  signification  of  primi- 
tive English.  A  large  proportion  of  the  relics  of  Anglo-Saxon 
and  of  early  English  literature  remains  yet  unpublished,  or  has 
been  edited  with  so  little  sound  learning  a&d  critical  ability  as  to 
serve  less  to  guide  than  to  lead  astray.  Hence,  in  the  determina- 
tion of  andent  texts,  we  must  often  accept  hasty  conjecture,  or 
crude  opinion,  in  place  of  established  fact.  But  a  better  era  has 
commenced.  Englishmen  have  learned  from  Continental  lin- 
guists to  do  what  native  scholarship  and  industry  had  hitherto 
failed  to  accomplish ;  *  and  we  may  hope  that,  at  no  distant  day, 

*  The  recent  admirable  editions  of  Lajamon,  of  the  Ormulum,  and  of  the 
Wydifflte  translations  of  the  Scriptures,  are  exceedingly  valuable  contributions 
to  English  philology,  and  in  the  highest  degree  creditable  to  the  critical  skill 
and  industry  of  the  eminent  scholars  who  have  prepared  and  published  them. 
The  publications  of  the  yarious  Literary  Societies  which  occupy  themselves 
with  old  English  literature,  are  of  very  unequal  value,  and  some  of  them,  cer- 
tainly, both  intrinsicaUy  worthless,  and  badly  edited.  But,  notwithstanding 
the  flDeen  of  Gkffnett.f  there  are  few  students  of  our  early  literature  who  have 

t  See  latter  part  of  laat  note  to  p.  804. 
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the  yet  hidden  treasures  of  British  philology  will  all  be  made 
acoessible,  and  permanently  seoared  for  future  study,  by  means 
of  the  art  which  has  been  styled 

Ars  ommv/m,  Artwwm,  OonsenxUrix, 

The  general  inferiority  of  English  and  French  to  Scandinavian 
and  Teutonic  scholars,  in  philological  and  especially  etymological 
research,  is  a  remarkable  but  an  indisputable  fact,  and  its  ex- 
planation is  not  obvious.  I  can  by  no  means  ascribe  the  differ- 
ence to  an  inherent  inaptitude  on  our  part  for  such  subtle  inves- 
tigations, to  a  native  insensibility  to  the  delicate  relations  between 
allied  sounds  and  allied  significations ;  but  I  believe  the  cause  to 
lie  much  in  the  different  intellectual  habits  which  are  formed,  in 
early  life,  by  the  use  of  the  respective  languages  of  these  nations. 
The  German  is  remarkably  homogeneous  in  its  character.  An 
immense  proportion  of  its  vocabulary  consists  either  of  simple 
primitives,  or  of  words  obviously  drawn  by  composition  or  deri- 
vation from  radicals  still  existing  in  current  use  as  independent 
vocables.  Its  grammatical  structure  is  of  great  regularity,  and 
there  are  few  tongues  where  the  conformity  to  general  rules  is  so 
universal,  and  where  isolated,  unrelated  philological  facts  are  so 
rare.  At  the  same  time,  there  is  enough  of  grammatical  inflec- 
tion to  familiarize  the  native  speaker  with  syntactical  principles 
imperfectly  exemplified  in  French  and  English,  and  there  is  a 
sufficiently  complex  arrangement  of  the  period  to  call  into  con- 
stant exercise  the  logical  faculties  required  for  the  comprehension 
and  application  of  the  rules  of  universal  granmiar.  While,  there- 
fore, I  by  no  means  maintain  that  German  has  any  superiority 
over  English  for  the  purposes  of  poetry  or  of  miscellaneous  litera- 
ture, for  those  of  general  social  intercourse  or  the  ordinary  cares 
and  duties  of  life,  yet,  as  in  itself  an  intellectual  and  especially  a 
linguistic  discipline,  it  has  great  advantages  over  any  of  the 

not  derived  very  important  aid  from  the  labors  of  HaUiwell  and  of  Wright. 
The  value  of  Eemble's  and  Thorpe's  contributions  to  our  knowledge  of  the 
Anglo-Saxon  language  and  literature  is  too  familiar  to  require  special  notice ; 
and  I  need  not  here  speak  of  the  eminent  British  ethnological  and  grammatical, 
or  rather  hnguistiCp  inquirers  of  the  present  day,  because  this  course  of  lectures 
is  confined  to  quite  another  field,  and  I  shall  only  incidentally  have  occasion 
to  refer  to  them. 


Lect.  I.]  INTRODUOTOBY.  11 

tongaes  which  embody  the  general  literature  of  modem  En- 
rope.  The  German  boy  comes  out  of  the  nursery  scarcely  a 
worse  grammarian,  and  a  far  better  etymologist,  than  the  ancient 
Boman,  and  is  already  imbued  with  a  philological  culture  which 
the  Englishman  and  the  Frenchman  can  only  acquire  by  years  of 
painful  study.  Hence  we  account  readily  for  the  comparative 
excellence  of  the  German  dictionaries  and  other  helps  to  the  full 
knowledge  of  the  language,  while  in  English,  having  no  gram- 
mar, we  have  till  lately  possessed  no  grammars,  and  we  still  want 
a  dictionary.  In  both  English  and  French,  the  etymology  is 
foreign  or  obscured  by  great  changes  of  form,  the  syntax  is  arbi- 
trary and  conventional  (so  far  as  those  terms  can  be  applied  to  any 
thing  in  language),  the  inflections  are  bald  and  imperfectly  distin- 
guished, and  the  nxmiber  of  solitary  exceptional  facts,  especially  in 
French,  is  very  great.  When  I  speak  of  the  poverty  of  French 
inflections,  I  am  aware  I  contradict  the  accidence,  which  shows  a 
very  full  system  of  varied  terminations ;  but  the  native  language 
is  learned  by  the  ear,  and  the  spoken  tongue  of  France  reduces 
its  multitude  of  written  endings  to  a  very  small  list  of  articulated 
ones.  The  signs  of  number  and  of  person,  and  often  of  tense 
and  gender,  to  which  the  inflections  are  restricted,  though  well 
marked  in  written  French,  disappear  almost  wholly  in  pronun- 
ciation, and  for  those  who  only  speak,  they  are  non-existent.^ 
While,  therefore^  for  speaking  French  by  rote,  as  natives  do  all 
tongues,  no  grammar  is  needed,  yet  few  written  dialects  require 
grammatical  aid  more  imperioudy ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
grammar  is  of  so  special  a  character  as  to  teach  little  of  seneral 
Lgoistic  principle 

The  German  philologist,  then,  begins  where  the  Englishman 
and  the  Frenchman  leave  off— or,  rather,  at  a  point  to  which  the 
great  mass  of  French  and  English  literary  men  never  attain ; 
and,  with  such  an  advantage  in  the  starting  ground,  it  would  be 
strange  if  he  did  not  outstrip  his  rivals. 

The  American  student  shares  with  the  Englishman  and  French- 
man in  the  lack  of  early  grammatical  discipline,  and,  possessing 

*  Aimais,  almait,  aimaient  are  identical  in  sound ;  and  aimer,  aimez,  aimai, 
aim6,  aim^s,  aim6e,  and  aim^,  differ  so  little  from  the  former  group,  that 
ignorant  persons  often  confound  them  all  in  writing,  as  well  as  in  speaking. 
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few  large  libraries,  no  eollectioiiB  of  early  editionSi  no  repodtoriei 
of  original  mannscriptB,  he  labors  under  the  further  inconv^i- 
ience  of  a  want  of  access  to  the  primitiye  sources  of  etymological 
instmction.  For  the  present,  therefore,  he  mnst  renounce  the 
ambition  of  adding  anything  to  the  existing  stores  of  knowledge 
respecting  EngliRh  philology,  and  content  himself  with  the  hum- 
bler and  more  selfish  aim  of  appropriating  and  elaborating  the 
material  which  more  fortunate  and  better  trained  European 
scholars  have  gathered  or  discovered.  We  must,  in  the  main, 
study  English  with  reference  to  practical  use,  rather  than  to 
philosophic  principle ;  aim  at  the  positive  and  the  concrete,  rather 
than  the  absolute  and  the  abstract  And  this  falls  in  with  what 
is  eminently,  I  will  not  say  happily,  the  present  tendency  of  the 
American  mind.  We  demand,  in  all  things,  an  appreciable, 
tangible  result,  and  if  a  particular  knowledge  cannot  be  shown 
to  have  a  vahiSj  it  is  to  little  purpose  to  recommend  its  cultiva- 
tion because  of  its  worth.  We  must  all,  then,  men  of  action  and 
men  of  thought  alike,  study  English  in  much  the  same  way,  and 
by  the  aid  of  the  same  instrumentalities — ^the  practical  man,  be- 
cause he  aims  at  a  practical  end ;  the  philosophic  thinker,  be- 
cause he  is  destitute  of  the  means  of  approximating  to  his  end  by 
any  higher  method  than  the  imperfect  course  which  alone  is 
open  to  the  American  scholar. 

There  are  circumstances  which  recommend  the  study  of  Eng- 
lish especially  to  us  Americans,  others  which  appeal  equally  to 
all  who  use  the  Anglican  speech.  Of  the  former,  most  promi- 
nent is  the  &ct  that  we,  in  general,  require  a  more  comprehen- 
sive knowledge  of  our  own  tongue  than  any  other  people.  Ex- 
cept in  mere  mechanical  matters,  and  even  there  far  more  imper- 
f ectly,  we  have  adopted  the  principle  of  the  division  of  labor  to 
a  more  limited  extent  than  any  modem  civilized  nation.  Every 
man  is  a  dabbler,  if  not  a  master,  in  every  knowledge.  Every  man 
is  a  divine,  a  statesman,  a  physician  and  a  lawyer  to  himself,  as 
weU  as  a  counsellor  to  his  neighbors,  on  aU  the  interests  involved 
in  the  sciences  appropriately  belonging  to  those  professions.  We 
all  read  books,  magazines,  newspapers,  all  attend  learned  lectures, 
and  too  many  of  us,  indeed,  write  the  one,  or  deliver  the  other. 
We  resemble  the  Margites  of  Homer,  who  IIoXX  rfnlijraro 
^pycLy  practised  every  art,  and  if,  as  he  kuk^  d^  ffnlnraro 
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mvraj  bungled  in  all,  we  too  must  fall  short  of  nniversal  per* 
f ection,  we  stiU  need,  with  our  moltif  arions  Btriyings,  an  encydo- 
pedio  training,  a  wide  command  over  the  resonroee  of  our  native 
tongae,  and,  more  or  less,  a  knowledge  of  all  its  special  nomen- 
clatures. But  this  verj  fact  of  the  general  use  of  the  whole  Eng- 
lish Yocabularj  among  us  is  a  dangerous  cause  of  corruption  of 
speech,  against  which  the  careful  study  of  our  language  is  an 
important  antidote.  Things  much  used  inevitably  become  much 
worn,  and  it  is  one  of  the  most  curious  phenomena  of  language, 
that  words  are  as  subject  as  coin  to  defacement  and  abrasion  by 
brisk  circulation.  The  majority  of  those  who  speak  any  tongue 
incline  to  speak  it  imperfectly ;  and  where  all  use  the  dialect  of 
books,  the  vehicle  of  the  profoundest  thoughts,  the  loftiest  im- 
ages, the  most  sacred  emotions  that  the  intellect,  the  fancy,  the 
heart  of  man  has  conceived,  there  special  precautions  are  neces- 
sary to  prevent  that  medixmi  from  becoming  debased  and  vulgar- 
ized by  corruptions  of  form,  or,  at  least,  by  association  with  de- 
praved beings  and  unworthy  themes.  While,  therefore,  I  would 
open  to  the  hxmible  and  the  unschooled  the  freest  access  to  all 
the  rich  treasures  which  English  literature  embodies,  I  would  in- 
culcate the  importance  of  a  careful  study  of  genuine  English, 
and  a  conscientious  scrupulosity  in  its  accurate  use,  upon  all  who 
in  any  manner  occupy  the  position  of  teachers  or  leaders  of  the 
American  mind,  upon  all  whose  habits,  whose  tastes  or  whose 
vocations  lead  them  to  speak  oftener  than  to  hear. 

But,  as  I  observed,  there  are  considerations,  common  to  the 
Englishman  and  the  American,  which  powerfully  recommend 
the  study  of  our  language  to  thinking  men.  One  of  the  most 
important  of  these  is  a  repetition  of  the  argument  I  have  just 
used,  but  in  a  more  extended  application.  I  allude  to  what,  for 
want  of  any  other  equally  appropriate  epithet,  I  must  character- 
ize by  a  designation  much  abused  both  by  those  who  rally  under 
it  as  a  watchword  of  party  and  by  those  to  whom  it  is  a  token  of 
ofEenoe— I  mean  the  oonservaiism  of  such  studies.  It  is  doubted 
by  the  ablest  judges,  whether,  except  in  the  introduction  of  new 
names  for  new  things,  English  has  made  any  solid  improvement 
for  two  centuries  and  a  half ;  and  few  are  sanguine  enough  to 
believe  diat  future  changes  in  its  structure,  or  in  its  vocabulary, 
unless  in  the  way  just  stated,  will  be  changes  for  the  better.    It 


14  INTRODUOTOBY.  [Lect.  l 

is  obvious,  too,  that,  in  proportion  as  new  grammatical  forms  and 
new  designations  for  familiar  things  and  thoughts  are  introduced, 
older  ones  must  grow  obsolete  ;  and,  of  oonrse,  the  existing,  and 
especially  the  earlier,  literature  of  England  will  become  gradually 
less  intelligible.  The  importance  of  a  permanent  literature,  of 
authoritatiye  standards  of  expression,  and,  especially,  of  those 
great,  lasting  works  of  the  imagination  and  the  intellect,  which, 
in  all  highly-cultiyated  nations,  constitute  the  ^^  volu/mea  paror 
mcmnt "  of  their  literature,  has  been  too  generally  appreciated  to 
require  here  argument  or  illustration.  Suffice  it  to  say,  they  are 
among  the  most  potent  agenci^  in  the  cultivation  of  the  national 
mind  and  heart,  the  strongest  bond  of  union  in  a  homogeneous 
people,  the  surest  holding-ground  against  the  shifting  currents, 
the  ebb  and  flow,  of  opinion  and  of  taste. 

The  Anglo-Saxon  race  is  foi*tunate  in  possessing  more  such 
volumes  paramoxmt  than  any  other  modem  people.  The  Greeks 
had  their  moral  and  sententious  Hesiod  ;  their  great  tragic  trio ; 
their  comic  Aristophanes  and  Menander ;  and,  above  all,  their 
epic  Homer,  whose  story  and  whose  speech  were  more  closely 
interwoven  with  the  very  soul  of  the  whole  Hellenic  people  than 
was  ever  other  secular  composition  with  the  life  of  man ;  the  Ro- 
mans had  Ennius,  and  Terence,  and  Plautus,  and,  at  last,  but  only 
when  all  was  lost,  Horace  and  Yirgil ;  the  Italians  have  Dante, 
and  Petrarch,  and  Tasso,  and  Ariosto ;  the  Icelanders  have  Lax- 
deela,  the  story  of  NjdU,  and  the  Chronicles  of  Snorro ;  *  and  we, 
more  favored  than  all,  have  Chaucer,  and  Spenser,  and  Shake- 
speare, and  Milton— each,  in  his  own  field,  as  great  as  the  might- 
iest that  ever  wielded  pen  in  the  like  kind ;  and,  beyond  these, 
we  have  the  oracles  of  our  faith,  stamped  with  the  self -approving 
impress  of  certain  verity,  and  rendered,  by  English  pens,  in  a 
form  of  rarer  beauty  than  has  elsewhere  clothed  the  words  of 
God  in  the  speech  of  man. 

*  The  Icelandic  sagas,  though  containing  many  short,  rhythmical  lays,  are 
not  versified,  and  therefore  not  poems  in  the  usual  sense  of  the  word.  But 
they  are  highly  poetical  in  conception  and  treatment,  and  thus  unite  the  fas- 
cination of  more  artificial  forms  of  composition  with  the  attractions  of  au- 
thentic history.  In  the  civilization  of  the  Scandinavian  x)eople,  the  prose  saga 
occupied  much  the  same  place  as  the  metrical  epic  in  the  life  of  the  Greeks, 
or  the  heroic  ballad  in  other  modem  nations,  and  it  may  therefore  fairly  claim 
a  place  in  imaginative  literature 
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Now,  all  these  books  have  been  for  centuries  a  daily  food,  an 
intellectnal  pabulum,  that  actually  has  entered  into  and  moulded 
the  living  thought  and  action  of  gifted  nations ;  and,  in  the  case 
of  the  Anglican  people,  it  will  not  be  disputed  that,  working  as 
they  have,  all  in  one  direction,  their  great  poets  have  been  more 
powerful  than  any  other  secular  influence  in  first  making,  and 
then  keeping,  the  Englishman  and  the  American  what  they  are, 
what  for  hundreds  of  years  they  have  been,  what,  Gtod  willing, 
for  thousands  they  shall  be,  the  pioneer  race  in  the  march  of  man 
towards  the  highest  summits  of  worthy  human  achievement. 

The  path  of  national  literatures  is  like  the  orbit  of  those  comets 
which  long  approach  the  central  source  of  light  and  warmth,  and 
long  recede,  but  never  return  to  the  perihelion  ;  and  the  language 
of  a  people  has  ordinarily  l)ut  one  period  of  culmination.  When 
genius  has  evolved  the  best  thoughts  of  a  given  state  of  society, 
and  elaborated  the  choicest  forms  of  expression  of  which  a  given 
speech  is  capable,  it  has  anticipated  and  appropriated  the  greatest 
rSs  of  iL  Audition  of  hLan  life ;  Zd  the  subseqnent  Ut- 
erature  is  but  reproductive,  not  creative  in  its  character,  until 
some  mighty,  and  for  the  time  destructive,  revolution  has  dis- 
solved and  re-amalgamated  the  elements  of  language  and  of  social 
life  in  new  and  diverse  combinations. 

That  the  English  tongue,  and  the  men  who  speak  it,  will  yet 
achieve  great  victories  in  the  field  of  mind,  great  works  in  the 
world  of  sense,  we  have  ample  self-conscious  assurance ;  but,  in 
the  existing  state  of  society,  it  is  vain  to  expect  that  any  future 
literary  productions  can  occupy  the  place,  or  exert  the  deep,  per- 
vading infiuence,  of  the  volumes  I  have  named.  To  them,  there- 
fore, and  to  the  dialect  which  is  their  medium,  the  instinct  of 
self-preservation  impels  us  tenaciously  to  cUng ;  and  when,  through 
our  appetite  for  novelty,  our  incurious  neglect  of  the  beautiful 
and  the  great,  these  volumes  cease  to  be  authorities  in  language, 
standards  of  moral  truth  and  sesthetical  beauty,  and  inspiriters  of 
thought  and  of  action,  we  shall  have  lost  the  springs  of  national 
greatness  which  it  most  concerned  us  to  preserve. 

We  hear  much,  in  political  life,  of  recurrence  to  first  priuci- 
ples,  and  startling  novelties  not  unfrequently  win  their  way  to 
popular  acceptance  under  that  disguise.  With  equal  truth,  and 
greater  sincerity,  we  may  say  that,  in  language  and  in  literature. 
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nothing  oan  saye  ha  from  ceaaelefis  revolution  bnt  a  frequent  re- 
conrBe  to  the  primitiye  authorities  and  the  recognized  canons 
of  highest  perfection. 

In  commencing  the  study  of  early  EnglislL,  young  persons  are 
not  unf requently  repelled  by  differences  of  form,  which  seem  to 
demand  a  considerable  amount  of  labor  to  master,  and  the  really 
«^  difle.W«  rf  o^TchA  awee.  «,  -nag.,*^  into  i^ 
mountable  obstacles.  Unhappily,  English  scholars,  themselves 
often  better  instructed  in  other  tongues  than  in  their  own,  have 
very  frequently  sanctioned  the  mistake,  and  encouraged  the  in- 
dolence of  contemporary  readers,  by  editing  modernized  editions 
of  good  old  authors,  and,  in  thus  clothing  them  anew,  so  changed 
their  outward  aspect,  and  often  their  essential  character,  that  the 
parents  would  scarcely  be  able  to  recognize  their  own  progeny. 
The  British  press  has  teemed  with  mutilated  and  disguised  edi- 
tions,  while  scrupulously  faithful  reprints  of  early  English  works 
have,  until  lately,  not  been  often  attempted,  or  ever  well  encour- 
aged. As  a  general  rule,  in  the  printing  of  old  manuscripts,  and  in 
the  republication  of  works  which  genius  and  time  have  sealed  with 
the  stamp  of  authority,  no  change  whatever,  except  the  correction 
of  obvious  clerical  or  typographical  errors,  should  be  tolerated  ;  and 
even  this  should  be  ventured  on  only  with  extreme  caution,  be- 
cause it  often  turns  out  that  what  is  hastily  assumed  to  have  been 
a  misspelling  or  a  misprint,  is,  in  fact,  a  form  deliberately  adopted 
by  a  writer  better  able  to  judge  what  was  the  true  orthography 
for  the  time,  than  any  later  scholar  can  be. 

The  rule  of  Coleridge  has  nowhere  a  juster  application  than 
here :  That,  when  we  meet  an  apparent  error  in  a  good  author, 
we  are  to  presume  ourselves  ^  ignorant  of  his  understanding,  un- 
til we  are  certain  that  we  understand  his  ignorance.'  The  num- 
ber of  scholars  who  are  so  thoroughly  possessed  of  the  English  of 
the  sixteenth,  not  to  mention  earlier  centuries,  as  to  be  safely  in- 
trusted with  the  correction  of  authors  of  that  period,  is  exceed- 
ingly small,  and  I  doubt  whether  it  would  be  possible  to  cite  a 
single  instance  where  this  has  been  attempted,  without  grievous 
error,  while,  in  most  cases,  the  book  has  been  not  merely  lessened 
in  value,  but  rendered  worse  than  useless  for  all  the  purposes  of 
philology  and  true  literature. 

But  for  the  unfortunate  readiness  with  which  editors  and  pub- 
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Ushers  have  yielded  to  the  popular  demand  for  conformity  to  the 
spelling  and  the  vocabulary  of  the  day,  the  knowledge  of  genuine 
English  would  now  be  both  more  general  and  further  advanced 
than  it  is.  The  habit  of  reading  books  as  they  were  written 
would  have  kept  up  the  comprehension,  if  not  the  use,  of  good 
old  forms  and  choice  words  which  have  irrecoverably  perished, 
and  the  English  of  the  most  vigorous  period  of  our  literature 
would  not  now  be  sneered  at  as  obsolete  and  xmintelligible. 

After  all,  the  difficulties  of  acquiring  a  familiar  acquaintance 
with  the  dialect  of  the  reign  of  Edward  HI.  are  extremely  smalL 
Let  not  the  student  be  discouraged  by  an  antiquated  orthography,* 
or  now  and  then  a  forgotten  word,  and  a  month's  study  will  en 
able  him  to  read,  with  entire  readiness  and  pleasure,  dl  that  the 
genius  of  England  has  produced  during  the  five  centuries  that 
have  elapsed  since  English  literature  can  be  said  to  have  had  a 
being. 

1  cannot,  of  course,  here  dilate  upon  the  value  of  a  familiarity 
with  the  earlier  English  writers,  but  I  may,  perhaps,  be  indulged 
in  a  momentary  reference  to  the  greatest  of  them,  the  perusal  of 
whose  works  aJone  would  much  more  than  compensate  the  little 
labor  required  to  understand  the  dialect  in  which  they  are  writ- 
ten. Neither  the  prose  nor  the  verse  of  the  English  literature  of 
the  fourteenth  century  comes  up  to  the  elaborate  elegance  and 
the  classic  finish  of  Boccaccio  and  of  Petrarch.  But  in  original 
power,  and  in  all  the  highest  qualities  of  poetry,  no  Continental 
writer  of  that  period,  with  the  single  exception  of  Dante,  can  for 
a  moment  be  compared  with  Chaucer,  who,  only  less  than  Shake- 
speare, deserves  the  epithet,  "  myriad-minded,"  so  happily  applied 
by  Coleridge  to  the  great  dramatist.     He  is  eminently  the  creator 

♦  The  irregularily  of  the  spelling  in  early  English  books  is  very  frequently 
chargeable  almost  wholly  to  the  printer.  The  original  manuscript  of  the  Or- 
mulum  is  nearly  as  uniform  in  its  orthography  as  the  most  systematic  modem 
writers,  and  some  of  the  codices  on  which  Pauli's  edition  of  Gk)wer  is  founded 
are  described  as  scarcely  less  consistent  in  their  spelling. — See  post,  Lectures 
zx.  and  zxi. 

I  must  protest  against  the  lengths  to  which  German  philologists  have  some- 
times gone  in  the  restoration,  or  rather  reconstruction,  of  old  writings.  Some 
authors  have  been  so  diguised  in  this  way  that  they  would  not  be  able  to  read, 
or  even  recognize,  a  line  of  their  own  works  clothed  in  the  orthography  which 
modem  scholars  know  they  never  used,  but  think  they  ought  to  have  adopted. 
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of  our  literary  dialect,  the  introducer,  if  not  the  inventor,  of  some 
of  our  finest  poetical  forms,  and  so  essential  were  his  labors  in  the 
founding  of  our  national  literature,  that,  without  Chaucer,  the 
seventeenth  century  could  have  produced  no  Milton,  the  nine- 
teenth no  Keats.*  It  is  from  defect  of  knowledge  alone,  that 
his  diction  and  his  versification  have  been  condemned  as  rude 
and  unpolished.  There  are,  indeed,  some  difficulties  in  his  pros- 
ody which  have  not  yet  been  fully  solved ;  but  these  will  doubt- 
less chiefly  yield  to  a  more  critical  revision  of  the  text,  and  even 
with  the  corrupt  reading  of  the  old  printed  editions,  the  general 
flow  of  his  verse  is  scarcely  inferior  to  the  melody  of  Spenser. 
There  can  be  little  doubt  that  his  metrical  system  was  in  perfect 
accordance  with  the  orthoepy  of  his  age,  and  it  was  near  two  centu- 
ries before  any  improvements  were  made  upon  his  diction  or  his 
numbers. 

I  remarked  that  there  are  circumstances  in  the  position  and  the 
external  relations  of  the  English  language,  which  recommend  its 
earnest  study  and  cultivation.  I  refer,  of  course,  to  the  com- 
manding political  influence,  the  wide-spread  territory,  and  the 
commercial  importance  of  the  two  great  mother-countries  whose 
vemacnlar  it  is.  Although  England  is  no  longer  at  the  head  of 
the  European  political  system,  yet  she  is  still  the  leading  influence 
in  the  sphere  of  commerce,  of  industry,  of  progressive  civiliza- 
tion, and  of  enlightened  Christian  philanthropy. 

The  British  capital  is  at  the  geographical  centre  of  the  terres- 
trious  portion  of  the  globe,  and  while  other  great  cities  represent 

*  I  must  here,  once  for  all,  make  the  sad  conoeBsion  that  many  of  Chaucer's 
works  are  disfigured,  stained,  polluted,  hy  a  grossness  of  thought  and  of  lan- 
guage which  strangely  and  painfully  contrasts  with  the  delicacy,  refinement, 
and  moral  elevation  of  his  other  productions.  The  only  apology,  or  rather 
palliation  of  this  offence,  is  that  which  serves  to  excuse  similar  transgressions 
in  Shake8i)eare ;  namely,  that  the  thoughts,  the  images,  the  words,  are  such 
as  belong  to  the  character  presented,  or  for  the  time  assumed,  by  the  poet ; 
and  we  must  remember  that  the  moral  and  religious  degradation  of  the  four- 
teenth was  far  deeper  and  more  pervading  than  that  of  the  sixteenth  and 
seventeenth  centuries. 

In  speaking  of  the  relations  of  Chaucer  to  the  author  of  Paradise  Lost,  I,  of 
course,  refer  to  language  only,  and  especially  to  the  diction  of  the  minor  poems 
of  Milton,  which  are  as  important  in  any  just  view  of  his  poetical  character  as 
bis  great  epic  itself.  Keats,  both  in  verbal  form  and  in  the  higher  qualities  of 
poAtry,  is  constantly  reminding  us  of  the  more  imaginative  works  of  Chaucer 
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indiTidual  nationalities,  or  restricted  and  temporary  aims,  the 
lasting  cardinal  interests  of  universal  lixmianitj  haye  their  bright- 
i»t  point  of  radiation  in  the  city  of  London. 

I^e  language  of  England  is  spoken  by  greater  nxmibers  than 
any  other  Christian  speech,  and  it  is  remarkable  that,  while  some 
contemporaneous  dialects  and  races  are  decaying  and  gradually 
disappearing  from  their  natal  soil,  the  English  speech  and  the  de- 
scendants of  those  who  first  employed  it  are  making  hourly  con- 
quests of  new  territory,  and  have  already  established  their  posts 
within  hailing  distance  throughout  the  circuit  of  the  habitable 
globe.  The  English  language  is  the  special  organ  of  all  the  great, 
world-wide  charities  which  so  honorably  distinguish  the  present 
from  all  preceding  ages.  With  little  of  the  speculative  universal 
philanthropy  which  has  been  so  loudly  preached  and  so  little 
practised  elsewhere,  the  English  people  have  been  foremost  in 
every  scheme  of  active  benevolence,  and  they  have  been  worthily 
seconded  by  their  American  brethren.  The  English  Bible  has 
been  scattered  by  hundreds  of  millions  over  the  face  of  the  earth, 
and  English-speaking  missionaries  have  planted  their  maternal 
dialect  at  scores  of  important  points,  to  which,  had  not  their  cour- 
ageous and  self-devoting  energy  paved  the  way,  not  even  the  en- 
terprise of  trade  could  have  opened  a  path.  Hence,  English  is 
emphatically  the  language  of  commerce,  of  civilization,  of  social 
and  religious  freedom,  of  progressive  intelligence,  and  of  active 
catholic  philanthropy ;  and,  therefore,  beyond  any  tongue  ever 
used  by  man,  it  is  of  right  tiie  cosmopolite  speech. 

That  it  will  ever  become,  as  some  dream,  literally  universal  in 
its  empire,  I  am  indeed  far  from  believing ;  nor  do  I  suppose 
that  the  period  will  ever  arrive,  when  our  many-sided  humanity 
will  content  itself  with  a  single  tongue.  In  the  incessant  change 
which  an  language  necessarily  undergoes,  English  itself  will  have 
ceased  to  exist,  in  a  form  identifiable  with  its  present  character, 
long  before  even  the  half  of  the  hxmian  family  can  be  so  far  har- 
monized and  assimilated  as  to  employ  one  common  medium  of 
intercourse.  Languages  adhere  so  tenaciously  to  their  native 
BoO,  that,  in  general,  they  can  be  eradicated  only  by  the  extirpa- 
tion of  the  races  that  speak  them.  To  take  a  striking  instance : 
the  Oeltic  haft  less  vitalify,  less  power  of  resistance,  than  any 
other  speech  accessible  to  philological  research.    In  its  whole 
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known  history  it  has  made  no  conqneste,  and  it  has  been  ever  in 
a  waning  condition,  and  yet,  comparatiyely  feeble  as  ia  its  self- 
BOBtaining  power,  two  thonsand  years  of  Boman  and  Teutonio 
triumphs  have  not  stifled  its  accents  in  Britain  or  in  Gaol.  It 
has  died  only  with  its  dying  race,  and  centuries  may  yet  elapse 
before  English  shall  be  Uie  sole  speech  of  England  itself* 

In  like  manner,  not  to  notice  other  sporadic  ancient  dialects, 
the  primitive  language  of  Spain,  after  a  struggle  of  two  and 
twenty  centuries  with  Phoenicians,  and  Celts,  and  Carthaginians, 
and  Bomans,  and  Goths,  and  Arabs,  is  still  the  daily  speech  of 
half  a  million  of  people.  If,  then,  such  be  the  persistence  of 
language,  how  can  we  look  forward  to  a  period  when  English 
shall  have  vanquished  and  superseded  the  Chinese  and  the  Tar- 
tar dialects,  the  many  tongues  of  polyglot  India,  the  yet  surviving 
Semitic  speeches  in  their  wide  difhision,  and  the  nimierous  and 
powerful  Indo-European  languages,  which  are  even  now  disputing 
with  it  the  mastery  t  In  short,  the  prospect  of  the  final  triumph 
of  any  one  tongue  is  as  distant,  as  improbable,  I  may  add  as  un- 
desirable, as  the  subjection  of  universal  man  to  one  monarchy,  or 
the  conformity  of  his  multitudinous  races  to  one  standard  of 
color,  one  physical  type.  The  Author  of  our  being  has  implanted 
in  us  our  discrepant  tendencies,  for  wise  purposes,  and  they  are, 
indeed,  a  part  of  the  law  of  life  itself.  Diversity  of  growth  i»  a 
condition  of  organic  existence,  and  so  long  as  man  possesses  pow- 
ers of  spontaneous  development  and  of  action,  so  long  as  he  is 
more  and  better  than  a  machine,  so  long  he  will  continue  to  mani- 
fest outward  and  inward  differences,  unlikeness  of  form,  antago- 
nisms of  opinion,  and  varieties  of  speech.  But,  though  English 
will  not  supersede,  still  less  extirpate,  the  thousand  languages 
now  spoken,  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  expect  for  it  a  wider  diffu- 
sion, a  more  commanding  influence,  a  more  universally  acknowl- 
edged beneficent  action,  than  has  yet  been  reached,  or  can  here- 
after be  acquired,  by  any  ancient  or  now  existent  tongue ;  and 
we  may  hope  that  the  great  names  which  adorn  it  will  enjoy  a 
wider  and  more  durable  renown  than  any  others  of  the  sons  of  men. 

These  brief  remarks  do  but  hint  the  importance  of  the  studies 
I  am  advocating,  and  it  will  be  the  leading  object  of  my  future 
discourses  more  fully  to  expound  their  claims,  and  to  point  out 
the  best  method  of  pursuing  thein. 
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A  serioB  of  lessons  upon  the  technicalitieB  of  "RngliaTi  philology 
would,  it  is  thought,  be  premature ;  and,  moreover,  adequate  time 
and  means  for  the  execution  of  an  undertaking,  involving  so  vast 
an  amount  of  toil,  have  not  yet  been  given.  That  must  be  the 
work,  if  not  of  another  laborer,  at  least  of  other  years,  and  our 
present  readings  must  be  regarded  only  as  a  collection  of  miscel- 
laneous observations  upon  the  principles  of  articulate  language, 
as  exemplified  in  the  phonology,  vocabulary,  and  syntax  of  Eng- 
lish ;  or,  in  other  words,  as  a  course  prepa/ratory  to  a  course  of 
lectures  on  the  English  tongue.  Such  as  I  describe  the  course, 
too,  I  shall  endeavor  to  make  each  individual  lecture — ^namely,  a 
somewhat  informal  presentation  of  some  one  or  more  philological 
laws  or  general  facts,  in  their  connection  with  the  essential  char- 
acter or  historical  fortunes  of  our  own  speech. 

The  lectures  are,  under  the  circumstances,  essentially  an  ex- 
periment, the  character  and  tastes  of  the  small  audiences  I  am 
encouraged  to  expect,  uncertain ;  but  the  necessities  of  the  case 
have  decided  the  character  of  the  series  for  me,  and,  as  in  many 
other  instances  where  estemal  conditions  control  our  action,  in  a 
way  which  my  own  judgment  would  probably  have  approved. 

The  preparation  of  a  series  of  thoroughly  scientific  discourses 
upon  the  English  tongue,  within  the  time  and  with  the  means  at 
my  command,  was  impossible ;  and  I  have  therefore  adopted  the 
plan  described,  as  the  only  practicable  course,  and,  not  improba- 
bly, {dso  the  best  This  point  being  disposed  of,  there  remains 
only  the  embarrassment  arising  from  the  uncertainty  as  to  the 
amount  of  philological  attainment  generally  possessed  by  my  au- 
dience. I  have  thought  myself  authorized  to  presume  that,  how- 
ever small  in  number,  it  would  embrace  persons  somewhat  widely 
separated  in  degree  of  culture,  and  as  I  desire  to  make  my  dis- 
courses, so  far  as  it  lies  in  my  power,  acceptable,  if  not  instruct- 
ive, to  all,  I  shall  ask  the  scholar  sometimes  to  pardon  familiar, 
even  trite,  statements  of  principle,  illustrations  which  can  scarcely 
claim  to  be  otherwise  than  trivial,  and  repetitions  which  clear- 
ness and  strength  of  impression  may  render  necessary  for  some, 
while  I  shall  hope  the  less  advanced  will  excuse  me  when  I  in- 
dulge in  speculations  designed  for  those  to  whom  long  study  has 
rendered  recondite  doctrine  more  intelligible.  In  the  main,  I 
shall  address  you  as  persons  of  liberal  culture,  prepared,  by  gen- 
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and  philoIogLeal  education,  to  comprehend  lingoifitic  illnstrationa 
drawn  from  all  not  widely  remote  and  nnfamiliar  sourcea,  but 
who,  from  nnexcited  curiosity  or  the  superior  attractions  and 
Qupposed  claims  of  other  knowledges,  have  not  made  the  English 
language  a  matter  of  particular  study,  thought,  or  observation ; 
and  such  I  shall  hope  to  convince  that  the  subject  is  possessed  of 
sufficient  worth  and  sufficient  interest  to  deserve  increased  atten- 
tion  as  a  braoch  of  American  education. 

I  must  here  enter  a  protest  against  the  fashionable  American 
craze  for  sending  young  men  and  young  women  abroad  after  the 
Qompletion  of  their  academic  instruction,  not  to  cultivate  Euro* 
pean  literature  or  to  study  European  art^  but  to  figure  in  society 
by  assuming  to  speak  two  or  three  Continental  languages.  At 
that  age  they  have  already  lost  the  delicacy  of  ear  and  the  flexi- 
bility of  the  vocal  organs  that  make  the  acquisition  of  foreign 
tongues  so  easy  in  early  childhood,  and,  though  an  adult  may 
profitably  study  the  literature  of  tongues  not  his  own,  in  general 
the  attempt  to  speaJk  them  only  renders  him  ridiculous,  though 
the  politeness  of  his  hearers  may  lead  them  not  only  to  suppress 
a  smile,  but  even  to  bestow  a  very  iU-merited  compliment  If 
parents  are  able  to  take  their  yaunff  chtldreji  abroad  for  a  suffi- 
cient time,  they  may  then  acquire  a  familiarity  with  one  or  more 
foreign  languages  which  will  be  useful  to  them  in  later  life, 
whether  for  literary  or  for  social  purposes ;  but  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  no  man  acquires  a  mastery  of  a  foreign  language 
without  losing  something  of  his  command  over  his  native  speech, 
and  in  very  many  cases  it  will  be  found  that  a  partial  knowledge 
of  French,  Gtorman,  or  Italian  is  purchased  at  a  price  which  greatly 
exceeds  its  value. 


LEOTUEE    II. 

OSiaiN  OF  SPBBOH  AND  OF  THB  ENGLISH  LAHGUIOB. 

Although,  for  the  reasons  asmgned  in  the  introductory  leotorei 
tbe  plan  I  propose  to  pursue  does  not  conform  to  philosophio 
method,  it  will  not  be  amiss  to  follow  the  example  of  more  scien- 
tific  speakers,  bj  prefacing  these  lessons  with  a  formal  announce- 
ment of  the  subject  to  be  discussed,  and  a  definition  of  the  terms 

The  coarse  upon  which  we  are  now  about  to  enter  has  for  its 
flmbject  the  Engush  Languagb,  the  mother-tongue  of  most,  and 
the  habitual  speech  of  all,  to  whom  these  lectures  are  addressed. 
It  maj  seem  that  the  adjective  Englishy  and  the  noun  Icmguagej 
tre  io  familiar  to  the  audience,  and  so  clearly  and  distinctly  d&> 
fined  in  their  general  use,  that  no  inquiry  into  their  histoiy  can 
make  their  meaning  plainer.  But  our  business  is  with  words, 
and  it  will  not  be  superfiuous  to  examine  into  the  origin  and 
groands  of  the  signification  ascribed  even  to  terms  so  well  under* 
stood  as  tiiose  which  express  the  subject  of  our  discourse. 

Neither  the  epithet  nor  the  sabstJtive  ib  of  indigenous  growth. 
The  word  Icmguage  is  deriyed,  through  the  French,  from  the  Latin 
lingua,  the  tongue^  a  name  very  conmionly  applied  to  speech, 
because  the  tongue,  from  its  relatiye  bulk,  its  flexibility,  and  the 
greater  powOT  of  the  voluntary  muscles  over  it,  is  the  most  con- 
spicuous, if  not  the  most  important,  organ  concerned  in  the  pro- 
duction of  articulate  sounds.  The  Anglo-Saxons  had  several 
words  for  language,  as  gereord,  ge|>eode,  lyden,*  reord, 

*  There  Ib  a  coafiuion  between  the  Saxon  lyden  (Iiedenor  leden),  the 
Old  ISngHwh  Udm,  and  the  national  appellatlTe  Latin,  a  parallel  to  which  is 
foond  also  in  modem  Spanish.  Lyden  (Is  den  or  leden),  seems  to  be  allied 
to  the  Anglo-Saxon  hlyd,  gehlyd,  a  sound,  and  hliid,  loud,  to  the  Danish 
Lyd,  the  Swedish  IJud,  and  the  Qerman  Laut(noun),  and  laut  (adjective), 

(28) 
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spell,  Bpa3c,  sprsBC,  ^eodisc,  tunge.  Some  of  these  can- 
not be  traced  back  to  any  more  radical  form  ;  and  we  therefore 
cannot  positively  say,  as  we  can  of  the  corresponding  words  in 
most  other  tongnes,  that  they  are  essentially  of  a  fignrative  char- 
acter. Ly  den  is  recognizable  in  onr  modem  English  adjective 
loud;  speec,  in  speech;  tunge,  in  tongue;  Chancer  and 
other  early  writers  use  leden  for  language,  and  spell  still  sub- 
sists in  the  noun  spell^  a  charm,  in  the  verb  to  spellj  and  as  the 
last  member  of  gospel.* 

aU  involving  the  same  idea;  and  probably  also  to  the  Icelandic  hljbiS,  a 
sound,  a  song,  a  trumpet ;  which  latter  wonl  also  signifies,  oddly,  the  absence 
of  sound,  namely,  fUence,  The  three  Saxon  forms  of  this  word  are  employed 
also  for  Latin,  Either  this  is  a  confusion  of  meaning  arising  from  similarity 
of  form,  or  lyden  is  a  derivative  of  Latin,  as  the  language  par  excellence, 
and  so  not  idlied  to  the  other  Gk)thic  words  above  cited,  unless,  indeed,  we 
suppose  Latin  itself  to  be  derived  from  a  root  meaning  an  articulate  sound,  or 
language.  In  Spanish,  especially  in  the  Spanish  colonies,  an  African  or  In- 
dian who  has  learned  Spanish,  and  acquired  enough  of  the  arts  of  civili- 
zation to  make  him  useful  as  a  servant,  is  called  ladino,  and  Old  Castilian 
was  sometimes  styled  Lad  in  o.  On  the  other  hand,  Latin  was  used  in  Cate- 
lan  to  signify  a  foreign  language  generally.  Thus  in  B.  D'Esclot,  cap.  xxxv. : 
"  vench  denant  lo  rey,  e  agenoUas  a  eU,  e  saludal  en  son  lati,"  and  cap. 
zxxviii:  " e  cridaren  molt f ortement  en  Uur  lati;"  "en son  lati,"and"en 
llur  lati,"  signifying  respectively,  in  his  language,  in  their  language,  which 
in  this  case  was  Arabic  Latin  was  also  very  commonly  employed  in  the 
same  sense  in  old  French  and  Italian.  From  this  use  of  the  word,  muy 
ladino  came  to  mean,  in  Spanish,  a  great  linguist,  one  knowing  many  for- 
eign languages.  The  Old  English  latin&r,  by  corruption  laUmer,  an  inter- 
preter or  dragoman,  is  of  similar  derivation.    Thus  in  Richard  Coeur  de  Lion, 

Weber  ii.  97: 

Anon  stood  up  her  latymer 

And  aunsweryd  Aleyn  Trenchemer. 

*  It  is  not  clear  whether  the  first  syllable  of  this  word  is  the  name  of  the 
divinity,  God,  or  the  adjective  g6d ,  good,  Bosworth  (under  Qod)  and  many 
other  etymologists,  adopt  the  former  supposition ;  and  this  view  is  supported 
by  the  analogy  of  the  Icelandic,  which  has  guospj611,  Qod*B  word.  On  the 
other  hand  god-spell,  as  a  compound  of  the  adjective  g6d  and  spell 
would  be  the  exact  etymological  equivalent  of  the  Greek  ivayykXunt,  and  the 
author  of  the  Ormulum,  who  lived  at  a  period  when  Anglo-Saxon  was  not  yet 
forgotten,  evidently  adopts  this  derivation. 


And  again, 


Goddspell  onn  Ennelissh  nemmnedd  iss 

God  word,  annd  god  tif>ennde, 

God  ermde,  &c.  Ormulum,  Preface,  157. 

Off  all  ^iss  god  uss  brinnffe^  word 
Annd  ermde  annd  god  ti^mnde 
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The  word  l/mguage^  in  its  most  limited  application,  is  restricted 
to  human  articulate  speech ;  but  in  its  metaphorical  use,  it  em- 
braces  every  mode  of  communication  by  which  facts  can  be  made 
known,  sentiments  or  passions  expressed,  or  emotions  excited. 
We  speak  not  only  of  the  audible  language  of  words,  the  visi- 
ble language  of  written  alphabetic  characters  or  other  conven- 
tional symbols  whether  arbitrary  or  imitative,  of  the  dumb  and 
indefinable  language  of  manual  signs,  of  facial  expression  and  of 
gesture,  but  also  of  the  language  of  brute-beast  and  bird ;  and  we 
apply  the  same  designation  to  the  promptings  of  the  silent  in- 
spiration, and  to  the  lessons  of  the  intelligible  providence,  of  the 
Deity,  as  weU  as  to  the  voice  of  the  many-tongued  operations  of 
inanimate  nature.  Language,  therefore,  in  its  broadest  sense, 
addresses  itself  to  the  human  soul  both  by  direct  intuition  and 
through  all  the  material  entrances  of  knowledge.  Every  organ 
may  be  its  vehicle,  every  sense  its  recipient,  and  every  form  of 
existence  a  speaker. 

Many  men  pass  through  life  without  pausing  to  inquire  wheth- 
er the  power  of  speech,  of  which  they  make  hourly  use,  is  a 
faculty,  or  an  art— a  gift  of  the  Creator,  or  a  painfuUy-acqmred 
accomplishment-a  naS^  and  miiversal  possLon,  or  ahuman 
invention  for  carrying  on  the  intercommunication  essential  to 
social  life.*    "We  may  answer  this  query,  in  a  general  way,  by 

Qoddspell,  and  forr^i  magg  itt  well 
God  ermde  ben  gehatenn,  &c.,  &c. 

Ormulum,  Preface,  175. 
Layamon,  iii.  182,  y.  29508,  has 

&  beode  f>er  godes  godd-spel ; 

and  preach  there  QoSb  gotpd,  a  phrase  not  likely  to  be  employed  if  gospel  had 
been  understood  to  mean,  of  Itself,  Gknl's  word. 

The  phrases,  godspell  that  guoda,  the  ^<mx2  gospel,  Heliand,  1,  17,  and 
spel  godes,  the  word  of  God,  H.  17,  18,  41,  15, 10  and  81,  8,  seem  to  show 
that  in  the  Continental  Old-Saxon,  god-spell  was  derived  from  god,  Gk>d, 
and  spell.  Schilter  adopts  the  same  etymology  for  the  gotspellon  of 
Tatian;  gotspellota  themo  folke,  evangelizabat  populo,  c.  xiii.  25;  zi 
gotspellone  Gotes  rihhi,  evangelizare  regnumDei,  c.  zxii.  4,  as  also  for 
gotspel,  predigonti  gotspel  rihhes,  prsBdicans  evangelium  regni, 
zzlL  Godes  spelboda,  Oynewulf^GrUU^-p,^^,  Skeat,  in  his  ^/^97U>20^' 
eal  Dictionary  (Oxford,  1882),  considers  the  question  as  settled  in  favor  of  the 
derivation  from  god,  Gtod,  and  tpeU,  story. 

*  A  similar  question  has  been  raised  with  regard  to  the  cries  of  animals, 
which,  for  certain  purposes  at  least,  perform  the  office  of  speech.    About  the 
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Baying  that  articiilate  language  is  the  product  of  a  faculty  inker 
ent  in  man,  though  we  cannot  often  detect  any  natural  and  necy 
QflBary  connection  between  a  particular  object  and  the  vocal  sound 
by  which  this  or  that  people  represents  it.  There  can  be  little 
doubt  that  a  colony  of  children,  reared  without  hearing  words 
uttered  by  those  around  them,  would  at  length  form  for  them- 
selves a  speech.    What  its  character  would  be  could  only  be  do> 


beginning  of  thk  century,  Daines  Barrington,  a  member  of  the  Royal  8odo^, 
tried  a  aeries  of  ezperimentB  to  detennine  how  far  the  notes  of  birds  were  spon^ 
taneous  and  uniform,  and  how  far  dependent  on  instruction  and  imitation. 
The  result  (which,  however,  has  been  questioned  by  later  observers),  was  that 
though  there  is  much  difference  in  flexibility,  power,  and  compass  of  voice  in 
birds  of  diiferent  species,  yet,  in  general,  the  note  of  the  bird  is  that  which  he 
Ib  taught  in  the  nest,  and  with  more  or  less  felicity  of  imitation  he  adopts  the 
song  of  his  nurse,  whether  the  maternal  bird  or  a  stranger.  To  what  extent 
the  notes  of  birds,  of  beasts,  of  insects,  and  of  fish  (for,  in  spite  of  the  proverb, 
all  fishes  are  not  dumb),  are  significant,  it  is  quite  out  of  our  power  to  deter- 
mine. Coleridge,  tenaciously  as  he  adheres  to  the  essential  distinction  in  Und 
between  the  faculties  ot  the  brute  and  the  man,  admits  that  the  dog  may  have 
an  analoffon  of  words.    (Aids,  Aph.  ix.)  • 

All  will  agree  in  denying  to  the  lower  animals  the  possession  of  language  as 
a  means  of  intellectual  discourse ;  but  even  this  conclusion  must  rest  upon 
stronger  grounds  than  the  testimony  of  the  ear.  Sounds,  which  to  our  obtuse 
organs  appear  identical,  may  be  infinitdy  diversified  to  the  acuter  senses  of 
these  inferior  creatures,  and  there  is  abundant  evidence  that  they  do  in  many 
instances  communicate  with  each  other  by  means,  and  in  a  degree,  wholly  in- 
appreciable by  us.  When  a  whale  is  struck,  the  whole  shoal,  though  widely 
i^persed,  are  instantly  made  aware  of  the  presence  of  an  enemy;  and  when 
the  gravedigger  beetle  finds  the  carcass  of  a  mole,  he  hastens  to  communicate 
the  discovery  to  his  fellows,  and  soon  returns  with  his  four  confederates. 
(Conscience,  Boek  der  Natuer,  vi.) 

An  English  friend  reports  to  me  an  instance  where  the  lawn  of  a  gentleman 
near  London  was  so  infested  with  ants  that  he  had  resolved  to  replace  the 
whole  surface  with  fresh  turf,  when  early  one  morning  a  cloud  of  birds,  many 
hundreds  in  number,  ofdijflererU  apeeieB,  which  must  have  been  collected  from 
a  considerable  extent  of  territory,  swooped  down  upon  the  lawn,  tore  open 
the  ant-hills  which  nearly  covered  it,  and  devoured  every  ant  and  every  egg 
of  the  whole  colony.  Had  these  birds  communicated  with  each  other  and 
appointed  a  rendezvous  where  they  could  make  themselves  so  signally  useful  T 

The  distinction  we  habitually  make  between  articulate  and  inarticulate 
founds,  though  sufficiently  warranted  as  applied  to  human  utterance,  may  be 
unfounded  with  reference  to  voices  addressed  to  organizations  less  gross ;  and 
a  wider  acquaintance  with  human  language  often  teaches  us  that  what  to  the 
esr  is,  at  first,  a  confused  and  inexpressive  muttering,  becomes,  by  some 
familiarity,  an  Intelligible  succession  of  significant  sounds. 
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tomuned  hj  the  metihod  of  PflammetichiiSy  an  experiment  too 
cruel  to  be  repeated  bj  inqnireni  intelligent  enongh  to  be  inter* 
e0ted  in  the  result  It  is  not  improbable  that  a  language  of 
manual  aigns  would  precede  articulate  words,  and  it  may  be  pre* 
9umed  that  these  signs  would  closely  resemble  those  so  much  used 
as  a  means  of  communication  among  savages,  and  which  are,  to 
a  great  extent,  identical  with  what  have  been  called  the  natural 
signs  of  the  deaf-and-dumb.  If  you  bring  together  two  unedu* 
eated  but  intelligent  deaf-mutes  irom  different  countries,  they  will 
at  once  comprehend  most  of  each  other's  signs,  and  converse 
with  freedom,  while  their  respective  speaking  countrymen  would 
be  wholly  unable  to  communicate  at  alL  And  it  is  often  ob- 
asrved  at  deaf-and-dumb  asylums,  when  visited  by  natives  of 
Polynesia,  or  by  American  Indians,*  that  the  pupils  and  the  stran- 
gers very  readily  understand  each  other,  nature  suggesting  the 
same  symbols  to  both.    Thus,  the  savage  and  the  deaf-mute 

*^T^— I  I'      ■   I  »     ■  m»»    ■    I    ■  ■  ^       I I  ■■ 

•  The  nniv^aality  of  this  sign-language  was  beantifally  illustrated  at  the 
IfUtUuUan  for  the  IMttf-and-Durnb,  in  New  York,  some  time  since,  on  the 
occasion  of  a  visit  made  to  it  by  a  delegation  of  Sioux  Indians.  The  Indians 
having  been  on  a  visit  to  their  "  Qreat  Father  "  at  Washington,  and  being  on 
a  sightHweing  tour  through  the  country,  paid  a  visit  to  the  Deaf-and-Dumb 
Institute.  "  Some  of  the  pupils  were  brought  into  the  presence  of  the  Indians, 
who  sat  stiff  and  upright  on  the  benches,  with  their  blankets  wrapped  around 
them,  and  all  their  paint  on.  One  bright  little  boy  was  called  upon  to  address 
them  in  the  sign-language,  which  he  did  in  a  graceful  and  pointed  manner. 
The  Chief  among  the  Indians  remarked  to  his  interpreter  that  he  understood 
some  of  the  signs.  This  being  communicated  to  the  principal,  he  had  the  boy 
filustrate  by  signs  the  manner  in  which  hunters  killed  deer.  This  pleased  the 
Indian  Chief  mightily,  and  he  requested  permission  to  explain  the  Indian's 
method  of  killing  buffalo.  This  being  granted,  he  sprang  to  his  feet,  threw 
aside  his  blanket,  and  in  a  wild  and  graceful  manner,  detailed,  by  means  of 
signs  common  among  the  prairie  tribes,  a  buffalo  hunt — he  pictured  the 
mounting  of  steeds,  the  gallop  across  the  prairie,  the  first  view  of  the  herd  of 
buffalo,  the  chase,  the  scattering  of  the  herd,  the  rapid  firing  of  the  Indians, 
the  wounding  of  some  buffaloes,  the  killing  of  others,  concluding  with  the 
final  scenes  of  the  butchering  of  the  animals,  the  taking-off  of  the  hide,  the 
packing  of  the  meat  on  the  horses,  and  the  return  to  camp.  The  mute  boy 
followed  him  eagerly  through  all  his  wild  gesticulations,  and  when  he  had 
oandudsd,  turned  to  his  slate  and  wrote  down  the  entire  story  told  by  the 
Chief.  This  being  interpreted  to  the  Chief,  he  burst  into  an  immoderate  fit  of 
laughter,  a  most  unusual  thii^  for  an  Indian  to  do,  and  patting  the  lad  patron- 
inngly  on  the  head,  devoted  himself  during  the  rest  of  his  visit  to  cultivating 
his  fuilher  acquaintance." 
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alike  express  the  notion  of  parity  in  general,  and  espedallj  the 
fraternal  relation,  by  joining  and  extending  the  two  fore-fingers. 
The  all-observing  Shakespeare  mnst  have  remembered  this,  when 
he  made  Fluellen  say,  "  Ap  like  as  my  fingers  is  to  my  fingers."* 
In  this  instance,  as  also  when  the  savage  and  the  deaf-mute  both 
express  the  speaking  of  truth  by  passing  the  extended  index  fin- 
ger directly  forwards  from  the  lips,  and  the  utterance  of  false- 
hood by  carrying  it  crookedly  sidewise,  there  seems  to  be  some 
natural  analogy  between  the  gesture  and  the  thought.  So  the 
coincidence,  by  which  they  agree  in  moving  the  hand  with  a 
rapid  circular  or  spiral  motion  over  the  top  of  the  head  to  indi- 
cate a  fool,  though  less  familiar,  is  equally  explicable ;  but  there 
are  signs  common  to  the  savage  and  the  deaf-mute,  or  at  least 
mutually  intelligible  to  them,  which  are  apparently  arbitrary,  and 
without  any  discoverable  relation  to  the  thing  signified. 

Trained  aB  we  are  to  a  grave  and  unimpas^ioned  manner,  it 
is  difficult  for  us  to  realize  that  the  movements  and  gestures  with 
which  Italian  vivacity  accompanies  its  social  intercourse  are  all 
really  significant.  But,  though  in  the  cultivated  circles  of  Italy, 
and  of  other  countries  of  Southern  Europe,  manual  signs  are  less 
resorted  to,  yet  telegraphic  commanications  by  hands,  face,  feet, 
the  whole  person  in  short,  are  everywhere  kept  up  as  qualifica- 
tions of  animated  oral  discourse.  A  foreigner,  therefore,  who 
understands  no  language  but  that  addressed  to  the  ear,  loses  much 

*  I  remember  that  when  I  told  a  Turcoman,  in  reply  to  a  question  whether 
I  was  an  Englishman,  that  I  was  an  American,  he  expressed  his  notion  of 
the  identity  of  the  two  peoples  by  the  same  sign. 

"  Your  religion  and  ours  are  like  that,"  and  he  laid  the  two  fore-flngers  of 
his  hands  one  against  the  other. — Hue.,  vol.  ii,  chap,  i.,  p.  80. 

Dampier,  Voyages,  1708,  i.  869,  says:  "  They  (the  people  of  Mindanao)  would 
always  be  praising  the  English,  as  declaring  that  the  English  and  the  Minda- 
naians  were  all  one.  This  they  exprest  by  putting  their  two  fore-flngera  dose  to- 
gether,  and  saying  that  the  English  and  Mindanaians  were  samo,  samo,  that  is 
all  one." 

In  the  curious  Livre  des  Faits  de  Jean  Bouciquaut,  P.  I.  c  zxy.,  it  is  stated 
that  when  the  French  knights  were  taken  prisoners  by  the  Turks  at  the  bat- 
tle of  Nicopolis,  the  Count  de  Nevers  saved  Boucicaut  from  execution  by 
claiming  him  as  a  brother,  or  near  friend,  by  the  same  sign :  "  8i  Tadvisa 
Dieu  tout  soubdainement  de  Joindre  les  deux  doigts  ensemble  de  ses  deux  mains 
en  regardant  le  Basat,  et  fit  signe  qu'il  luy  estoit  comme  son  propre  frdre  et 
qu'il  le  repitast ;  lequel  signe  le  Basat  cntendit  tantdt,  et  le  fit  laisser." 
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of  the  point  of  the  liyelj  oonversatioix  around  him.  Among  the 
lower  dasses  in  the  Mediterranean  oonntriee,  the  nee  of  signs, 
"with  or  without  words,  is  very  general  If  you  ask  an  Italian 
servant,  who  has  returned  empty-handed  from  the  Post-Office, 
whether  he  has  letters  for  you,  he  will  reply  by  moving  his  up- 
lifted fore-finger  slowly  backwards  and  forwards  before  his  nose ; 
while  a  Greek,  under  similar  circumstances,  would  throw  back 
the  head,  elongate  the  face,  roll  up  the  eyes,  and  give  a  cluck 
with  the  tongue  not  unlike  the  note  of  a  setting  hen.  You  see 
the  coachmen,  servants,  and  others  of  the  lower  classes  in  Italy, 
constantly  communicating  by  signs,  sometimes,  indeed,  throwing 
in  a  word,  but  often  expressing  a  whole  sentence  in  a  silent  ges- 
ture ;  and  in  conversation,  especially  on  subjects  where  caution  is 
necessary,  a  speaker  will  often  stop  in  the  middle  of  a  period  and 
finish  his  remarks  in  dumb  pantomime.  Native  scholars  have 
shown  that  the  modem  Italian  sign-language  is  very  closely  analo- 
gous to  the  ancient  which  is  so  often  alluded  to  by  the  classical 
writers,  and  its  origin  dates  back  very  far  into  the  night  of  time. 
In  an  artistic  point  of  view  a  knowledge  of  these  signs  is  of  consid- 
erable interest,  for  it  serves  to  interpret  much  of  the  action  in 
the  pictorial  compositions  of  Italian  masters  which  would  be 
otherwise  hardly  intelligible.^    Besides  articulate  sounds  and  the 

*  The  language  of  gesture  is  so  well  understood  in  Italy,  that  when  King 
Ferdinand  returned  to  Naples  after  the  revolutionary  movements  of  1822,  he 
made  an  address  to  the  lazzaroni  from  the  balcony  of  the  palace,  wholly  by 
signs,  which,  in  the  midst  of  the  most  tumultuous  shouts,  were  perfectly  in- 
telligible to  his  public.  He  reproached,  threatened,  admonished,  forgave, 
and  finally  dismissed  the  rabble  as  thoroughly  persuaded  and  edified  by  the 
gesticulations  of  the  royal  Punch,  as  an  American  crowd  by  the  eloquence  of 
a  Webster.  The  system  of  9emeiology,  if  I  may  coin  a  word  for  the  occasion, 
is  even  more  perfected  in  Sicily,  and  it  is  traditionally  affirmed  that  the  famous 
conspiracy  of  the  Sicilian  Vespers  was  organized  wholly  by  facial  signs,  not 
even  the  hand  being  employed.  The  general  use  of  signs  in  Italy  has  grown, 
in  a  great  measure,  out  of  Uie  fact  that  their  swift  expressiveness  is  often  bet- 
ter suited  to  the  rapid  conmiunication  required  by  an  impassioned  people 
than  the  slow  movement  of  articulate  phrase.  But  there  is  another  reason 
for  the  employment  of  a  sign-language  in  the  States  of  the  Church,  in  Naples, 
and  other  despotic  countries.  Every  man  knows  that  he  is  constantly  sur 
rounded  by  spies,  and  it  is  therefore  safer  to  express  himself  by  gestures, 
whose  application  is  unintelligible  to  a  listener  not  already  acquainted  with 
the  subject  to  which  they  refer,  and  which,  besides,  cannot  be  so  readily  re- 
corded or  repeated  even  when  understood. 
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language  of  signs,  we  have  another  means  by  whidi  we  oli;etl 
inyolnntarilj  and  nnconscionsly  commnnicate,  or  rather  betray, 
if  not  facts,  at  least  the  state  of  onr  own  minds,  onr  thoughts  and 
feelings  prompted  by  known  or  supposed  facts.  I  refer  here  to 
the  spontaneous  action  of  the  muscles  of  the  face,  and  sometimes 
of  the  whole  frame,  when  we  are  excited  by  powerful  emotions, 
or  are  specially  interested  in  the  topic  of  a  conversation  which 
we  hear  or  participate  in.  That  much  practice  may  enable  any 
one  to  control,  in  a  great  degree,  this  inyoluntary. expression,  is 
undoubtedly  true ;  but  an  acute  observer  of  the  human  face  can, 
in  very  many  cases,  read  what  is  passing  in  the  breast  of  another, 
in  spite  of  the  most  strenuous  efforts  to  conceal  it.  So  much 
more  truth-telling  than  words,  in  fact,  are  these  self -speaking  mus- 
des  to  those  who  have  studied  their  dialect,  that  it  is  a  current  adage 
that  language  was  given  us  to  enable  us  to  conceal  our  thoughts. 
There  is  a  familiar  class  of  words  called  imttatwej  or,  to  use  a 
hard  term,  onomatqpoetiCy  where  there  is  an  evident  connection 
between  the  sound  and  the  sense.  These  are  all,  or  nearly  all, 
words  descriptive  of  particular  sounds,  or  acts  accompanied  by 
characteristic  sounds,  such  as  buzz,  crash,  gurgle,  gargle,  hum, 
whiz,  coo,  howl,  bellow,  roar,  whistle,  whine,  creak,  duck,  gab- 
ble ;  and,  in  conversation,  we  often  allow  ourselves  to  use  words 
of  this  class  not  to  be  found  in  the  fullest  dictionaries.  Euren, 
in  his  Finnish  Grammar,  states  that  one-third  of  the  verbs  in  Fin- 
nish are  distinctly  onomatopoetic  The  remark  of  a  contempo- 
rary  of  Dr.  Johnson,  that  much  of  the  effect  of  his  conversation 
was  owing  to  his  "  botv-wow  way,'*  will  be  remembered  by  every 
one.  A  great  modem  English  poet,  following  the  authority  of 
Sidney,  has  even  introduced  into  verse  a  word  borrowed  from  the 
voice  of  the  sheep,  when,  speaking  of  certain  censurable  follies, 
he  calls  them  "  baamg  vanities."  That  these  resemblances  are  in 
many  instances  imaginary,  appears  from  the  fact  that  different 
nations  sometimes  express  the  same  sound  by  different  imitative 
words.  Thus,  we  represent  the  report  of  fire-arms  by  the  word 
ia/nff  !  the  Germans  by  puff,  or  paff  1;  and  Sylvester,  in  his 
translation  of  Du  Bartas  published  two  centuries  and  a  half  since, 
XLBGB  pork^  porh,  instead  of  the  modem  oawj  cawy  as  an  imitation 
of  the  note  of  the  raven.* 

*  The  French  imitate  the  sound  of  a  beU  hy  drelin/  drelin/    The  ItaUanfl 
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There  has  been  mncli  ingeniotiB  and  plausible  specnlaticn  npon 
the  natural  Bignificanee  of  articnlate  words ;  and  it  is  at  .east  es* 
tablished,  that  certain  elementary  sonnds  are  very  extensively,  ii 
not  universally,  employed  to  express  certain  primary  conceptions. 
The  subject  has  no^  however,  yet  been  prosecuted  far  enough  to 
bring  us  to  very  precise  results ;  but  we  are  probably  authorized 
to  say  that,  as  a  general  law,  there  does  exist,  or  has  existed,  a 
natural  connection  between  the  sound  and  the  thing  signified,  and 
consequently,  that  the  forms  of  language  are  neither  arbitrary  or 
conventional  on  the  one  hand,  nor  accidental  on  the  other,  but  are 
natural  and  necessary  products  of  the  organization,  faculties,  and 
condition  of  man.  Kay,  some  philologists  maintain  that  the  laws 
of  the  germination  and  growth  of  these  forms  are  so  constant, 
that  if  the  structure  and  powers  of  the  organs  of  speech,  and  all 
modifying  outward  conditions  affecting  the  internal  or  external 
life  of  a  particular  race,  could  be  precisely  known,  their  entire 
language  might  be  predicted  and  constructed  beforehand,  with  as 
much  certainty  as  any  other  result  of  the  action  of  human  facul- 
ties. Hence  it  would  foUow  that  a  resemblance  between  particu- 
lar radicals  or  grammatical  forms  in  different  languages  does  not 
prove  that  one  is  derived  from  the  other,  or  that  both  are  histori- 
cally referable  to  any  one  original  source ;  but  the  likeness  may 
be  simply  an  instance  of  a  similarity  of  effect  from  the  operation 
of  similar  causes.  It  would  therefore  be  conceivable  that  words 
identical  in  form,  yet  absolutely  new,  might  even  now  spring  up 
fiimultaneoudy  or  successively  in  nations  between  which  there  is 

use  iquitta  as  imitative  of  the  sound  of  a  trumpet  and  of  a  bell,  Columbus 
found  that  the  Indians  called  a  hand-bell  ehue,  and  eidcc  (evidently  identical 
with  Qloeke  and  dock)  is  the  Piedmontese  for  hell. 

A  iMissage,  dted  bj  Suidas  from  Cratinus,  imitating  the  bleating  of  sheep, 
has  been  appealed  to  as  a  proof  that  the  pronunciation  of  the  modem  Greeks  is 
erroneous,  because  according  to  their  orthoepy  the  syllables  in  question  would 
be  sounded  not  ha,  ha,  but  te,  ve.  On  the  other  hand,  it  might  be  observed, 
that  perhaps  the  Grecian  sheep  in  the  time  of  Cratinus  were  of  breeds  whose 
bleat  was  as  distinct  from  that  of  the  modem  European  stock,  as  the  croaking 
of  what  Tassonl  calls  the  "  syrens  of  the  ditch/'  in  Western  Europe,  is  from 
that  of  their  aquatic  brethren  of  Athens,  whose  song,  as  every  obs^ving  trav- 
eller in  Greece  can  testify,  the  ppcKCKeic^^  Kod^  ko6^  of  the  Aristophanic  comedy 
so  well  represents.  Bmno  Latini,  Li  Treeors,  p.  239,  observes  that  the  bleat  of 
the  Hack  sheep  is  meh  !  that  of  the  uihiU,  heh  I 

Ruskin  somewhere  uses  ringing  streamlets  as  imitative. 
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no  communication,  and  no  connection  but  that  which  is  implied 
in  unity  of  species  and  of  organization.  When,  then,  we  find  in 
the  language  of  the  Tonga  Islands  the  verb  mat6.  io  kiUyWe  are 
not  authorized  to  infer  an  affinity  between  that  speech  and  the 
Spanish,  which  uses  m  a  t  a  r  in  the  same  sense,  or  the  Latin  which 
has  mactare,  also  of  the  like  signification.  We  must  either  re- 
fer such  cases  to  some  obscure  law  of  universal  humanity,  or  agree 
with  Thomas  Fuller,  who  remarks  that 

"  The  judicious  behold  these  as  no  regular  congruities,  but  cas- 
ual coincidences,  the  like  to  which  may  be  found  in  languages  of 
the  greatest  distance,  which  never  met  together  since  they  parted 
at  the  confusion  of  Babel ;  and  we  may  not  enforce  a  conformity 
between  the  Hebrew  and  the  English  because  one  of  the  three 
giants,  sons  of  Anak,  was  called  A-hd-mcmJ^ 

The  origin  of  language  is  shrouded  in  the  same  impenetrable 
mystery  that  conceals  the  secrets  of  our  primary  mental  and  phys- 
ical being.  We  cannot  say,  with  some,  that  it  is  of  itself  an  or- 
ganism, but  we  regard  it  as  a  necessary,  and  therefore  natural, 
product  of  intelligent  self-conscious  organization.  Yet  we  do  not 
believe  that  the  rage  of  the  naturalistic  school  of  philosophy  for 
detecting  law  and  principle  where  our  limited  human  faculties 
must  be  content  to  accept  ultimate  fact,  will  ever  succeed  in  point- 
ing out  the  qtu>  modOy  the  haWj  of  its  germination  and  early  de- 
velopment.* We  know  no  language  in  a  state  of  formation.  So 
far  as  observation  goes,  its  structure  is  as  complete  among  the 
most  unlettered  savages,  and  in  the  remotest  periods,  as  in  the 
golden  age  of  Hellenic  literature.  The  history  of  its  changes  we 
can  but  imperfectly  trace ;  the  law  of  its  being  lies  beyond  our 
reach.  Its  contemporary  mutations,  even,  elude  us,  and  to  most 
of  our  inquiries  into  the  rationale  of  its  forms  we  find  no  more 
satisfactory  answer  than  that  one  given  by  the  quaint  author  of 
the  Eeligio  Medici,  in  the  seventh  of  his  Miscellany  Tracts, 

♦  I  cannot  help  referring  here  to  Max  MUller's  "  Bibbert  Lectures  "  delivered 
in  1878,  as  a  remarkable  instance  of  the  unsatisfactory  character  of  specula 
tions  on  this  subject,  coming  as  they  do  from  a  philologist  and  linguist  so  em 
inent  that  his  suggestions  must  always  command  the  most  respectful  attention, 
even  when  they  do  not  compel  assent. 

See  American  ed.  under  title  of  Lectures  on  the  Origin  and  Orototh  of  Belig' 
ion,  p.  177  et  seq. 
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Why  aaith  the  Italian,  Signar,  ail  the  Spaniard,  Si  Sefiorl 
Because  the  one  puts  that  behind,  the  other  puts  before. 

Bnt  though  the  f acnltj  of  articulate  speech  may  be  considered 
natural  to  man,  it  differs  from  most  other  human  powers,  whether 
organic  or  incorporeal,  in  this :  that  it  is  a  faculty  belonging  to 
the  race,  not  to  the  individual,  and  that  the  social  condition  is  es- 
sential, not  to  its  cultivation  only,  but  to  its  existence.  Hence,  its 
exercise  is  not  spontaneous,  or  in  any  sense  self-taught,  as  are  aU 
purely  organic  processes.  Nevertheless,  considered  in  its  mode  of 
action,  the  use  of  the  mother-tongue  may  be  regarded  as  an  in- 
stinctive function,  because  it  is  acqxdred  through  the  promptings 
of  natural  impulses,  and  without  any  conscious,  calculating  effort. 
We  retain  no  recollection  of  the  process  by  which  we  learned  to 
understand  and  employ  our  maternal  speech,  at  least  as  respects 
that  portion  of  it  which  is  mastered  in  infant  life,  and  is  not 
taught  in  the  artificial  form  it  assumes  in  books.  In  actual  speak- 
ing, the  movement,  both  physical  and  intellectual,  is  as  complete- 
ly automatic  and  unconscious  as  the  action  of  the  nerves,  muscles, 
and  tendons  by  whose  instrumentality  the  hand  is  raised  or  the 
foot  thrown  forward.  We  wiU  the  result,  and  it  follows  mechan- 
ically in  both  cases,  so  far  as  any  conscious  operation  of  our  voli- 
tion upon  the  material  agencies  is  concerned.  It  is,  therefore,  no 
abuse  of  words  to  call  the  mother-tongue,  as  the  unlearned  often 
do,  our  ruxtwral  language. 

Speech,  fully  possessed  and  absolutely  appropriated,  is  purely 
subjective ;  but  it  becomes  inorganic  and  foreign  when  we  make 
it  matter  of  objective  study,  observation,  or  conscious  effort. 
Learning  a  foreign  language,  or  even  studiously  conforming  our 
own  to  abstract  rule,  is  analogous  to  those  half-intellectual,  half- 
oorporeal  processes,  by  which  we  acquire  the  power  of  controlling 
the  action  of  the  involuntary  muscles,  so  as  to  give  movement  to 
parts  of  the  system  ordinarily  quiescent ;  and  speech,  like  bodily 
motion,  is  seldom  graceful  or  free,  except  while  its  action  is  spon- 
taneous. The  moment  it  betrays  itself  as  artificial,  it  becomes  con- 
strained, awkward,  inelegant.  And  hence  it  is  that  the  mother- 
tongue,  though  it  may  be  forgotten,  can  never  be  completely 
supplanted  or  supplied  by  any  other.  Those  who  grow  up  speak- 
ing many  languages,  very  seldom  acquire  a  complete  mastery 
2* 
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over  any  of  ihenL.  They  are  lingoiBtic  orphanB,  without  a  mater 
ual  speech,  and  they  use  langoage  not  as  an  organ,  but  as  an 
implement.* 

The  origin  of  the  appellative  English^  as  the  exclnsiye  desig- 
nation of  a  tongue  employed  by  the  Saxon  as  weU  as  the  Angh'an 
colonists  of  om"  fatherland,  is  not  altogether  dear.  The  etymolo- 
gy of  the  national  names  of  both  the  principal  immigrant  races  is 
very  uncertain,  but  it  is  familiarly  known,  that  for  several  cen- 
turies after,  and  not  improbably  before,  the  commencement  of  the 
Christian  era,  bands  of  warlike  adventurers  from  the  contermin- 
ous borders  of  what  are  now  the  Kingdom  of  Denmark  and  the 
German  States,  made  frequent  incursions  into  Britain,  and  at  last 
established  themselves  as  its  masters.  The  native  Celtic  inhab- 
itants, who  were  compelled  to  retire  before  the  martial  prowess  of 
the  strangers,  do  not  seem  to  have  distinguished  very  accurately 
between  the  different  nationalities  of  their  conquerors.  A  com- 
mon name  was  applied  by  the  Britons  to  the  whole  alien  inmii- 
gration ;  and,  though  each  tribe  had  its  own  domestic  designation, 
they  were,  and  still  are,  all  called  Saxons  by  the  Celtic  aborigines 
and  their  descendants. 


*  It  is  wonderful  to  what  extent  purely  conventional  articulate  symbols  may 
be  made  to  supply  the  place  of  a  more  natural  language,  and  to  serve  as  a 
means  of  very  varied  communication.  In  most  of  these  cases,  the  signs  agreed 
upon  must  be  considered  as  standing  for  words,  not  ideas,  and  they  are  rather 
an  index  to  speech  than  a  language  of  themselves.  Take  the  exhibitions  often 
witnessed,  where,  when  you  show  an  object  to  one  in  the  secret,  a  confeder- 
ate, blindfolded  or  in  an  tul joining  room,  will  instantly  name  it  A  method  of 
communication  in  such  cases  is  this.  The  parties  agree  to  designate  certain 
words  of  frequent  occurrence,  chiefly  names  of  familiar  objects,  by  numerals, 
and  the  table  of  words  and  their  corresponding  numbers  is  committed  to  mem- 
ory by  both.  The  simple  digits  up  to  nine,  including  also  the  cipher,  wiU  rep- 
resent words  which  may,  without  exciting  suspicion,  be  used  in  asking  the 
name  of  the  object  Let  us  suppose  1  to  stand  for  irAo^,  2  for  w,  and  8  for 
%hi%;  and  further,  that  the  number  corresponding  to  pen-knife  is  128.  The 
performer,  when  a  spectator  produces  a  pen-knife,  asks.  What  is  this  ?  The 
confederate  combines  the  corresponding  numerals,  one,  two,  three,  into  the 
number  128,  the  answer  to  which  is  pen-knife.  Or  again,  4,  6,  and  6  may 
stand  respectively  for  teU,  me,  and  rum,  and  the  number  646  for  pencil,  A 
pencil  is  held  up  by  a  spectator,  the  conjuror  cries.  Now,  tell  me  I  and  the  an- 
swer 6,  4,  5 — 645,  a  pencil,  is  at  once  given.  I  have  known  this  numeral 
vocabulary  carried  up  to  four  thousand  words,  and  the  principle  is  capable  of 
almost  unlimited  variation  and  extension. 
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Popular  narrative  has  fixed  the  most  important  of  these  expe- 
ditions at  about  the  middle  of  the  fifth  centurj,  and  it  is  said  to 
have  been  composed  chiefly  of  Jutes,  or  Jutlanders,  under  the 
leadership  of  Hengist  and  Horsa,*  who  were  afterwards  joined 
by  successive  reinforcements  from  the  Gothic  tribes  on  the  coast 
of  the  Glerman  Ocean.  Among  these  are  particularly  named, 
first,  the  Saxon  conquerors,  who,  at  different  periods,  and  under 
different  leaders,  subdued  and  colonized  Sussex,  Wessex,  Essex, 
and  Middlesex ;  and  secondly,  two  considerable  bodies  of  Angles 
from  Sleswick,  who  occupied  Suffolk  and  Norfolk,  and  the  south- 
western districts  of  Scotland.  These  tribes,  together  with  Frisi- 
ans and  emigrants  from  other  neighboring  Scandinavian  and 
Teutonic  countries,  soon  amalgamated,  and  gradually  extended 
their  joint  sway  over  the  whole  island,  except  the  more  inaccessi- 
ble provinces  of  Northern  and  "Western  Britain. 

Such  are  the  traditional  accounts  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  conquest, 
as  detailed  by  the  Saxon  Chronicle  and  other  native  annals,  and 
they  have  been  received  without  suspicion  or  inquiry  by  most 
succeeding  historians.  But  the  evidence  on  which  these  suppoi^' 
facts  rest,  is  of  too  doubtful  character  to  command  by  any  means 
impUcit  beUef  .  The  real  history  of  this  period  is  wrapped  in  the 
darkest  obscurity,  and  we  can  hardly  say  that  any  thing  is  certain 
beyond  the  simple  fact,  that,  before  the  dose  of  the  sixth  century 
after  Christ,  the  most  important  portion  of  Great  Britain  had 
been  subdued,  and  was  possessed,  by  Gothic  tribes  known  to  the 
indigenous  populations  as  Saxons.  There  is  no  historical  proof 
by  which  we  can  identify  the  Anglo-Saxon  language  and  the  peo- 
ple who  spoke  it,  with  any  Continental  dialect  and  nation ;  nor, 

*  The  Dames  of  the  two  brothers,  Hengist  and  Horsa,  who  are  said  to  have 
headed  the  most  eventful  incursion  of  the  invaders,  are  words  in  one  or  another 
form  conmion  to  all  the  Scandinavian  and  the  Teutonic  dialects.  Both  are 
names  of  the  genus  horae,  but  in  most  localities  h  e  n  g  s  t  is  appropriated  to  the 
male,  while  in  some,  and  particularly  in  Schleswig,  horsa  or  hors  is  confined 
to  the  female  animal.  J.  G.  Kohl  informs  us  that  both  the  proper  names  are 
still  current  in  the  district  from  which  the  ancient  conquerors  are  reported  to 
have  emigrated.  A  Danish  colonel  told  the  traveller  that  in  a  company  of  his 
regiment  there  were  two  privates  bearing  these  names;  and  it  happened,  odd- 
ly, that  in  this  case  Hengist  and  Horsa,  like  Castor  and  Pollux,  were  still  in 
separably  united,  the  places  of  the  two  soldiers  bemg  side  by  side  in  the  ranks. 
Insdn  u.  Marschen  Schlesw. -Hoist,  i.,  290. 
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on  the  other  hand,  by  which  we  can  establish  a  diversitj  of  origin 
or  of  speech  between  the  Anglian  and  the  Saxon  colonists  of 
Great  Britain.  But  there  is  linguistic  evidence  of  a  great  com 
tningling  of  nations  in  the  body  of  intruders.  The  Anglo-Saxon, 
In  its  obscure  etymology,  its  confused  and  imperfect  inflections^ 
and  its  anomalous  and  irregular  syntax,  appears  to  me  to  furnish 
abundant  proof  of  a  diversity,  not  of  a  unity,  of  origin.  It  has 
not  what  is  considered  the  distinctive  character  of  a  modern^  so 
much  as  of  a  mixed  and  ill-assimilated,  speech,  and  its  relations  to 
the  various  ingredients  of  which  it  is  composed  are  just  those  of 
the  present  English  to  its  own  heterogeneous  sources.  It  bor- 
rowed roots,  and  dropped  endings,  appropriated  syntactical  com- 
binations without  the  inflections  which  made  them  logical,  and 
had  not  yet  acquired  a  consistent  and  harmonious  structure  when 
the  Norman  conquest  arrested  its  development,  and  imposed  upon 
it,  or,  perhaps  we  should  say,  gave  a  new  stimulus  to,  the  tenden- 
cies which  have  resulted  in  tlie  formation  of  modem  English. 
There  is  no  proof  that  Anglo-Saxon  was  ever  spoken  anywhere 
but  on  the  soil  of  Great  Britain ;  for  the  Heliand,  and  otiier  re- 
mains of  old  Saxon,  are  not  Anglo^2Jion^  and  I  think  it  must  be 
regarded,  not  as  a  language  which  the  colonists,  or  any  of  them, 
brought  with  them  from  the  Continent,  but  as  a  new  speech  re- 
sulting from  the  fusion  of  many  separate  elements.  It  is,  there- 
fore, indigenous,  if  not  aboriginal,  and  as  exclusively  local  and 
national  in  its  character  as  English  itself.* 

But  independently  of  such  internal  evidence,  it  is  very  improb- 
able that — at  a  period  when  there  existed  little  political,  or,  so  far 
as  we  have  reason  to  believe,  linguistic  unity  in  any  considerable 
extent  of  maritime  territory  occupied  by  the  Gothic  race — any 
one  branch,  or  any  one  dialect,  of  that  race  could  have  supplied  a 
Sufficient  mmiber  of  emigrants  for  so  extensive  conquest  and  occu- 
pation. The  dialects  of  the  islands  and  south-eastern  coasts  of  the 
North  Sea,  are  at  this  day  extremely  numerous  and  discordant,t 

♦  Bee  Lecture  vi. 

f  The  dialects  referred  to  in  the  text  are  generally  grouped  under  the  com- 
mon denomination  of  Frisic  or  Frisian,  but  they  vary  so  much  both  in  structure 
and  vocabulary,  that,  in  many  instances,  they  cannot  be  considered  as  having 
much  direct  relationship  with  each  other.  In  no  part  of  Europe  are  there  so 
many  speeches,  within  the  same  area,  which  are  mutually  unintelligible  to  those 
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the  population  very  mixed  and  diversified  in  blood ;  and  there  i£ 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  there  was  less  diversity  of  language  ox 
of  origin  among  the  inhabitants  of  those  shores,  at  the  rude  and 
remote  period  of  the  conquest  of  Britain.  To  determine,  there^ 
fore,  the  relative  share  of  different  tribes  and  different  dialects  in 
the  formation  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  people  and  the  Anglo-Saxon 
speech,  would  be  a  hopeless  and  an  unprofitable  task ;  but  we 
may  safely  adopt  the  general  conclusion,  that  in  both  the  Teutonic 
element  predominated  over  the  Scandinavian.* 

who  employ  dialects  held  to  be  cognate.  At  least  tve  principal  varieties  or 
patois  are  recognized  in  modem  Frisic,  and  each  of  these  is  subdivided  intc 
several  local  jargons.  A  Frisic  literature  can  scarcely  be  said  to  exist,  for 
neither  the  ancient  legal  codes,  nor  the  few  modem  rhymes,  constitute  a  body 
of  writings  sufficiently  various  and  comprehensive  to  be  dignified  with  such  an 
appellation.  Accidences  and  partial  vocabularies  of  several  Frisic  dialects  have 
been  compiled,  but  as,  notwithstanding  these  and  occasional  dilettantisms  in 
the  way  of  verse,  written  Frisic  is  never  employed  for  any  practical  purpose, 
the  language  has  no  orthography,  and  is,  philologically  speaking,  an  unwritten 
tongue.  It  is  therefore  subject  to  all  the  imcertainty  and  vaciUation  of  other 
languages  which  exist  only  in  the  mouth  of  the  people ;  nor  is  there  any  satis- 
factory evidence  to  show  that  it  was  ever  much  more  consistent  and  homoge- 
neous, as  an  independent  speech,  than  it  is  at  this  hour.  The  data  are  too  in* 
sufficient  in  amoimt,  and  too  vague  and  imcritical  in  character,  to  serve  as  a 
basis  for  speculation  ux)on  the  relations  between  Frisic,  as  a  whole,  and  other 
tongues ;  and  we  might  almost  as  weU  build  arguments  concerning  the  gram* 
matical  system  of  the  Latin  upon  the  modem  patois  of  Normandy,  Gascony, 
and  Provence ;  or  construct  a  theory  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  inflections  and  syn- 
tax from  a  comparison  of  Tim  Bobbin's  dialogues,  the  mercantile  jargon  of 
Canton,  and  the  Talkee-talkee  of  the  negroes  of  Surinam.    See  Lecture  xviii. 

*  Qerman  and  Germanizing  philologists  appear  to  me  to  make  the  Frisiq 
dialects  too  exclusively  Teutonic.  Take  for  example  the  argument  from  the 
frequent  termination  of  the  names  of  places  in  um,  as  Husum  and  others, 
which  is  said  to  be  in  all  cases  a  contraction  of  h  e  i  m.  Now  there  are,  in  un- 
equivocaUy  Scandinavian  districts,  local  names  ending  in  um,  which  in  these 
instances  are  taken  from  the  dative  plural  of  the  original  appeUation  of  the 
locality.  Thus,  in  Old-Northern,  Upsal  was  a  plural,  Uppsalir;  at  or  in 
Upsal,  6orlUpps5lum.  Li  si)eaking  of  towns,  we  use  in  English  most 
frequently  the  objective  with  the  prepositions  cU  or  in,  and  in  like  manner  in 
Old-Northern,  the  dative,  as  k  or  1,  Husum,  would  occur  oftener  than  any 
other  6096  of  the  name  of  that  town.  When  the  inflections  were  d3ring  out,  as, 
in  the  confused  mixture  of  races  in  Schleswig-Holstein  and  its  borders,  they 
did  very  early,  the  case  oftenest  in  use  would  survive  all  others,  and  becoma 
the  indeclinable  name  of  the  town,  just  as,  in  Danish  and  English,  H  olum  i4 
the  only  form  for  all  the  cases  of  the  Icelandic  Holar,  the  name  of  a  place 
in  northern  Iceland,  remarkable  as  having  long  possessed  the  only  printing' 
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There  is,  moreover,  pretty  satisfactory  evidence  that  Anglee 
formed  some  portion  at  least  of  the  new  population,  and  thongh 
we  have  no  reliable  direct  proof  of  the  immigration  to  Britain 
of  any  tribe  that  had  called  itself  Saxon  while  resident  on  Grer- 
manic  soil,  yet,  apart  from  tradition,  we  are  authorized  to  infer 
such  an  immigration  from  the  local  names  Sussex,  Essex,  Wes- 
sex,  and  Middlesex,  (South  Saxons,  West  Saxons,  East  Saxons, 
and  Middle  Saxons ;)  from  the  fact  that  all  the  intruders  alike 
were  named  Saxons  by  the  native  Celts ;  and  from  the  further 
circumstance,  that  after  the  language  was  reduced  to  writing,  it 
was  called  by  those  who  spoke  it  Saxon  as  well  as  English.* 

press  in  the  island.  In  the  case  of  Hilsum,  the  dative  plural,  which  would 
mean  at  the  Jiouses,  or  at  the  f)illage,  is  a  much  more  probable  etymology  than 
Hushjem,(Haus-heim,>  which  would  be  pleonastic.  These  instances  in 
the  modern  Scandinavian  dialects  are  precisely  analogous  to  the  formation  of 
Stanchio  from  ep  rdv  Ku,  and  other  similar  names  in  modern  Greek,  the  accu- 
sative in  that  language  supplying  the  place  of  the  dative  which  is  obsolete. 

In  Old-Northern  it  was  very  common  to  use  the  dative  in  naming  a  place, 
in  constructions  where  the  idiom  of  other  languages  would  require  the  nomi- 
native. Thus,  instead  of  saying,  '  that  estate  was  called  Steinn,'  it  was  more 
usual  to  employ  the  dative ;  s4  bsBrh^t  d  Steini,  that  estate  was  called,  at 
Steinn,  So,  f>ar  er  heitir  i  Bipum,  at  a  place  caUed  in  Bipar,  In  Yat- 
Dsdsla  Saga,  k.  16,  we  have,  d  Hr^taato&um  h^t  f»at  er  Hriiti  bi6,  it 
was  called  ai  Hrutasta&ar,  where  Hruti  lived  ;  in  the  Saga  of  Finnbogi  hinn 
rami,  k.  8,  hann  bi6  f>ar  sem  heitir  at  Toptum,  he  Uved  where  it  is 
called  at  Toptar;  in  Magnilsar  golSa  Saga,  k.  52,  b  j6  *  *  f>ar  sem  d  Stok- 
hum  heitir,  malSr  *  *  er  hH  prdndr,  there  lived,  where  it  is  called  at 
Stokkar,  a  man  who  hight  Thrend.  Athelstan  to  Wulfgar— quondam  telluria 
particulam  in  loco  quem  solicole  dt  Hamme  vocitant.  Eemble,  Cod.  dip. 
»v.  Sax.  No.  858.    Haupt,  vol.  12,  p.  82. 

Alf.  Orosius,  Klipstein,  Vol.  I.,  p.  220,  he  gef  6re  of  Aet-Hathum 
Thorpe,  p.  252,  he  gefbre  of  ffa&um. 

So  above,  Orosius,  Klipstein,  to  Aet-ffathum, 

Thorpe,  to  ffcB  dum. 

Ten  Doomkaat  Eoolman,  Worierbueh  der  Oit  Friemchen  Sprache^  now  in 
course  of  publication,  which,  though  in  a  scientific  point  of  view  it  does  not 
come  up  to  the  highest  standard  of  German  Linguistics,  is  nevertheless  a  very 
valuable  contribution  to  the  history  of  the  Netherlandish  dialects,  makes  much 
of  the  foregoing  note  inapplicable  or  superfluous. 

♦  Some  years  ago  there  appeared  in  the  periodical.  The  New-EngUinder, 
published  at  New  Haven,  to  which  I  cannot  give  a  more  precise  reference,  a 
learned  article  on  the  question  discussed  in  the  text,  and  the  first  number  of 
Anglia,  a  German  periodical,  has  an  able  essay  by  Grein  on  the  same  subject. 
I  refer  the  reader  to  both,  and,  as  evidence  of  early  Continental  use  of  Anglo- 
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How  then  did  EngUmd  become  the  exdnsiye  appellation  of  the 
oonntry,  English  of  the  language  ?  "We  have  no  evidence  what- 
ever of  the  application  of  any  general  or  collective  name  to  the 
people,  the  country,  or  the  speech,  before  the  introduction  of 
Christianity  into  England.  The  new  inhabitants  of  the  island  be- 
came first  known  to  the  Boman  see  through  Anglian  captives 
who  were  carried  to  Eome  in  the  sixth  century.  The  name  of 
their  tribe,  in  its  Latinized  form,  Angli,  we  may  suppose  was 
bestowed  by  the  Bomans  upon  the  whole  people,  and  the  deriva- 
tive, Anglia,  upon  the  territory  it  occupied.  The  Christian 
missionaries  who  commenced  the  conversion  of  Britain  would 
naturally  continue  to  employ  the  name  by  which  the  island  had 
become  known  anew  to  them ;  and  their  converts,  especially  if 
no  general  name  had  been  already  adopted,  would  assunoie  that 
which  their  teachers  brought  with  them.  This,  in  the  absence  of 
any  satisfactory  proof  that  the  Angles  were  a  particularly  numer- 
ous or  powerful  element  in  the  population,  appears  the  most 
probable  reason  that  can  now  be  assigned,  why  a  people,  who,  in 
large  proportion,  retained  for  themselves  and  their  several  prov- 
inces the  appellation  of  Saxon^  and  who  were  known  to  neigh- 
boring nations  by  no  other  name,  should  have  surrendered  this 
hereditary  designation,  and  given  to  their  language  the  name  of 
English^  to  their  country  that  of  England^  or  the  land  of  the 
Angles. 

The  language  itself,  in  the  earliest  existing  remains  of  the  na- 
tive literature  whether  composed  in  Latin  or  in  the  vernacular,  is 
generally  called  English,  but  sometimes  Saxon.  These  remains 
are  all  of  later  date  than  the  adoption  of  Christianity  by  the  Eng- 
lish people,  and,  of  course,  however  prevalent  the  use  of  Eng- 
lish as  a  national  appellative  may  be  in  them,  nothing  can  be 
thence  inferred  as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  term  was  applied 
at  earlier  periods.  The  compound  term,  Anglo-Saxon,  first  oc 
curs  in  the  life  of  Alfred,  ascribed  to  his  contemporary,  Asser, 
who  calls  that  prince  Angul-Saxonum  Bex,  king  of  the 

Saxon  as  a  designation  of  the  English  people  and  their  speech,  I  dte  Wama> 
frid  (8th  century),  De  Oeatii  Langoba/rdorum,  Lib.  y.  cap.  87,  also.  Lib.  vi 
cap.  16 ;  Widukind  (10th  century),  §  9,  p.  8.    See  Bede. 
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Anglo-Saxons.     The  employment  of  the  word  bb  a  demgnatJon 
of  the  language  and  literature  is  much  more  recent.* 

The  Anglo-Saxon  language,  though  somewhat  modified  by 
Scandinavian  influence,  differs  too  widely  from  the  Old-JS'orth- 
em  or  Icelandic,  (which  I  use  as  synonymous  terms,)  to  afford 
any  countenance  to  the  supposition  that  either  of  them  is  derived 
from  the  other.  Nor  is  there  any  good  reason  for  rejecting  the 
term  Anglo-Saxon^  and^  as  has  been  proposed,  employing  -Eh^- 
lish  as  the  name  of  the  language  from  the  earliest  date  to  the 
present  day.  A  change  of  nomenclature  like  tlus  would  expose 
us  to  the  inconvenience,  not  merely  of  embracing  within  one 
designation  objects  which  have  been  conventionally  separated, 
but  of  confounding  things  logically  distinct;  for  though  our 
modem  English  is  built  upon  and  mainly  derived  from  the  An- 
glo-Saxon, the  two  dialects  are  now  so  discrepant,  that  the  full- 
est knowledge  of  one  would  not  alone  suffice  to  render  the  other 
intelligible  to  either  the  eye  or  the  ear.  They  are  too  unlike  in 
vocabulary  and  in  inflectional  character  to  be  still  considered  as 
one  speech,  though  in  syntactical  structure  they  resemble  each 
other  more  closely  than  almost  any  other  pair  of  related  ancient 
and  modem  tongues.  But  even  in  tlus  respect,  the  accordance 
is  not  so  strict  as  some  writers  conceive  it  to  be.  Sir  Thomas 
Browne,  for  instance,  in  the  eighth  of  his  Miscellany  Tracts,  has, 
by  a  compendious  process,  established  very  nearly  an  absolute 
identity  between  the  two.  Taking,  or,  more  probably,  compos- 
ing a  page  or  two  of  English,  from  which  all  words  of  Latin  or 
French  origin  are  excluded,  he  has  turned,  or,  to  use  a  Grerman- 
ism  here  not  inappropriate,  overset  it  into  Anglo-Saxon,  by  look- 
ing out  the  corresponding  terms  in  a  Saxon  Dictionary,  and  ar- 
ranging them  word  for  word  as  in  English,  with  scarcely  any 

*  The  pretended  formal  imx)08ition  of  the  name  of  England  upon  the  An- 
glo-Saxon possessions  in  Great  Britain,  by  a  decree  of  King  Egbert,  is  unsup- 
ported by  any  contemporaneous  or  credible  testimony.  It  is  rejected  as  f abu- 
Jous  by  most  historical  investigators,  and  it  is  certainly  veiy  Improbable  that  a 
king,  himself  a  Saxon  by  birth. and  name,  ruling  Saxon  subjects  and  Saxon 
provinces,  should  have  voluntarily  chosen  for  his  realm  a  designation  bor- 
rowed from  another  people  and  another  territory.  The  title  of  AnglisB  or 
Anglorum  rex  is  much  more  naturally  explained  by  the  supposition  that 
England  and  English  had  been  already  adopted  as  the  coUecUve  names  of  the 
oountiy  and  its  inhabitants. 
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attention  to  grammatical  form,  and  has  thus  manufactured  a  dia- 
lect  bearing  no  greater  relation  to  Anglo-Saxon  than  do  the  maca- 
ronic compositions  of  the  sixteenth  century  to  classical  Latin. 

In  the  want  of  more  extensive  means  than  the  press  has  yet 
made  accessible  for  the  study  of  the  dialects  of  the  twelfth  and 
thirteenth  centuries — ^the  transition  period — we  cannot  assign  any 
precise  date  to  the  change  from  Anglo-Saxon  to  English ;  nor, 
indeed,  is  there  any  reason  to  suppose  that  any  such  sudden  revo- 
lution occurred  in  the  Anglican  speech  as  to  render  it  hereafter 
possible  to  make  any  thing  more  than  an  approximative  and  some- 
what arbitrary  determination  of  the  period.  For  the  purposes  of 
an  introductory  course  no  nice  distinctions  on  this  point  are  neo 
essary,  and  it  will  sufQce  to  say  that  the  dialect  of  the  period  be 
tween  the  middle  of  the  twelfth  and  the  middle  of  the  thirteenth 
oentories  partakes  bo  strongly  of  the  characteristics  of  both  Anr 
glo-Saxon  and  English,  that  it  has  been  usually,  and  not  inappro- 
priately, called  Semi-Saxon. 

It  is  a  matter  of  still  greater  difficulty  to  refer  the  subsequent 
history  of  English  to  fixed  chronological  epochs.  The  name  Oldr 
MigUsh  has  been  applied  to  the  language  as  spoken  from  the  lat- 
ter date  to  the  end  of  the  reign  of  Edward  UI.  in  1377 ;  that  of 
Middle-EngUah  to  the  form  of  speech  extending  from  the  dose 
of  Edward's  reign  to  the  death  of  Queen  Elizabeth  in  1603,  while 
all  its  subsequent  phases  are  embraced  under  the  common  designa- 
tion of  ModerrirEngUsh.  This  is,  in  many  respects,  an  objection- 
able division  of  our  philological  history.  The  Old-English  era 
would  include  many  of  the  works  of  Chaucer,  which  belong  prop- 
erly to  a  later  stage  of  our  literature,  and  at  the  same  time  ex- 
clude the  English  Bible  of  Wycliffe  and  his  fellow-laborers 
whose  style  is  more  archaic  than  that  of  Chaucer.  Middle 
English  would  embrace  the  Conf  essio  Amantis  of  Qower,  who, 
philologically,  is  older  than  Chaucer,  and  the  entire  works  of 
Hooker,  as  well  as  many  of  the  plays  of  Shakespeare,  both  of 
whom  belong  unequivocally  to  the  Modem-English  period.  It 
would,  I  think,  be  more  accurate  to  commence  the  second  era 
about  the  year  1350,  and  to  terminate  it  with  the  third  quarter 
of  the  sixteenth  century. 

The  first  marked  and  specific  change  in  the  English  language 
took  place  in  the  time  and,  in  a  very  considerable  degree,  by  the 
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'influence  of  Wycliffe,  Grower,  and  Chancer,  the  period  of  whose 
lives  extended  through  the  last  three  quarters  of  the  fourteenth 
century,  and  included  the  brilliant  reign  of  Edward  III.,  and  the 
glorious  history  of  the  Black  Prince.  The  works  of  Wydiffe  and 
his  school,  including  their  translations  of  the  Bible,  which  are 
known  to  have  been  widely  circulated,  undoubtedly  exerted  a  very 
important  influence  on  the  prose,  and  especially  on  the  spoken 
dialect.  "  The  moral  Qower,"  as  Chaucer  caUs  him,  was  inferior 
in  ability  to  his  two  great  contemporaries,  and  his  literary  influ- 
ence less  marked ;  but  his  contributions  to  the  improvement  of 
his  native  tongue  are  of  some  importance ;  and  if  it  is  true,  as 
Fuller  quaintly  remarks,  that  he  "  left  English  very  bad,''  it  is 
also  true,  as  Fuller  further  observes,  that  he  found  it  "  very,  very 
bad."  The  great  poetical  merit  of  Chaucer,  the  popular  charac- 
ter of  his  subjects,  and  his  own  high  social  position,  gave  him  an 
ascendency  in  the  rising  literature  of  England  that  scarcely  any 
subsequent  writer  has  attained ;  and  there  is  perhaps  no  English 
author  who  has  done  more  to  mould,  or  rather  to  fix,  the  standard 
of  the  language,  and  to  develop  its  poetical  capabilities,  than  this 
great  genius.*  From  this  period  to  the  introduction  of  printing 
by  Caxton,  and  the  consequent  diffusion  of  classical  Uterature  in 
England  about  the  close  of  the  fifteenth  and  the  beginning  of  the 
sixteenth  century,  the  language  remained  nearly  stationary ;  but 
at  that  period  a  revolution  commenced,  which  was  promoted  by 
the  Beformation,  and  for  a  hundred  years  English  was  in  a  state 
of  transition.  At  the  close  of  the  period  to  which  I  have  proposed 
to  apply  the  name  Middle-English,  or  about  the  year  1575,  that 
revolution  had  produced  its  first  great  and  most  striking  effect 
upon  the  structure  and  vocabulary  of  our  tongue,  and  thus  ren- 
dered possible  the  composition  of  such  writings  as  those  of  the 
great  theologian  and  the  great  dramatist,  which  signalized  the 
commencement  of  the  last  and  greatest  era  of  our  literature. 
English  now  became  fixed  in  grammar  and  vocabulary,  so  far  as 
a  thing  essentially  so  fieeting  as  speech  can  ever  be  said  to  be 
fixed,  and  for  nearly  three  centuries  it  has  undergone  no  very  im- 
portant change.  Our  orthography  has  indeed  become  more  uni- 
form, and  our  stock  of  words  has  been  much  enlarged,  but  he 

♦  See  Lectures  L,  v.,  vi.,  and  vii. 
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that  is  well  read  in  Spenser,  Hooker,  and  Shakespearo,  not  to 
speak  of  other  great  luminaries  of  that  age,  and  above  aU,  of  the 
standard  translation  of  the  Bible  (which,  however,  appropriately 
belongs  to  an  earlier  period),  will  doubt  whether  it  has  gained 
much  in  power  to  expand  the  intellect  or  touch  the  heart.''^ 

Besides  the  words  which  express  the  general  subject  of  the 
present  course,  I  must  here  notice  certain  other  terms  of  art,  and 
apologize  for  an  occasional  looseness  in  the  use  of  them,  which  the 
poverty  of  the  English  grammatical  nomenclature  renders  almost 
unavoidable.  Our  word  la/n/guo/ge  has  no  conjugate  adjective, 
and  for  want  of  a  native  term,  English  scholars  have  long  em- 
ployed the  Greek  derivative,  philological^  in  a  corresponding 
sense.  ^xAphHoLogy  and  its  derivative  adjective  have  acquired, 
in  the  vocabulary  of  Continental  science,  a  different  meaning 
from  that  which  we  give  them,  more  comprehensive  in  one  direc- 
tion, more  limited  in  another,  and,  to  supply  the  want  which  a 
restriction  of  their  earlier  sense  has  created,  Unffuiatio  or  linffuis-' 
tics,  a  term  Latin  in  its  radical,  Greek  in  its  form,  has  been  intro- 
duced. PKHdogy  was  originally  applied  in  Germany  to  the 
study  of  the  classical  languages  and  literature  of  Greece  and 
Borne,  as  a  means  of  general  intellectual  culture.  In  its  present 
use,  it  is  defined  as  a  ^^  historical  science,  whose  end  is  the  knowl- 
edge of  the  intellectual  condition,  labors,  and  products  of  a  nation, 
or  of  cognate  nations,  at  particular  epochs  of  general  chronology, 
with  reference  to  the  historical  development  of  such  nations."  f 
There  are,  then,  not  one,  namely  a  Greek  and  Eoman,  but  many 
philologies,  as  many,  indeed,  as  there  are  distinct  peoples,  or  fam- 

*  "  I  take  this  present  period  of  our  English  tung  to  be  the  verie  height 
thereof,  bycause  I  find  it  so  excellently  well  fined  both  for  the  bodie  of  the 
tang  itself,  and  for  the  customarie  writing  thereof,  as  either  foren  workman- 
ship can  giue  it  glosse,  or  as  home-wrought  hauling  can  giue  it  grace.  When 
the  age  of  our  people  which  now  vse  the  tung  so  well,  is  dead  and  departed, 
there  will  another  succede,  and  with  the  people  the  timg  will  alter  and  change ; 
which  change  in  the  full  haruest  thereof  male  prove  comparable  to  this,  but 
sore  for  this  which  we  now  vse,  it  seemeth  euen  now  to  be  at  the  best  for  sub- 
stance, and  the  brauest  for  circumstance,  and  whatsoever  shall  become  of  the 
English  state,  the  English  tung  cannot  prove  fairer  than  it  is  at  this  daie,  if  it 
male  please  our  learned  sort  so  to  esteme  of  it,  and  to  bestow  their  trauell  upon 
such  a  subject."— Mulcaster,  First  Part  of  the  Elementarie,  p.  150.  A.  D. 
1582. 

\  Heyse :  Bprachwissenschaft,  ff.  17. 
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ilies  of  peoples,  whose  intellectual  characters  and  action  may  h% 
known  throngh  their  languages.  In  philology  thus  considered, 
the  study  of  languages  is  a  means  to  the  end  specified  in  the 
definition  just  given.  In  UnguistioSy  on  the  other  hand,  language 
itself,  as  one  of  the  great  characteristics  of  humanity,  is  the  end, 
and  iixe  means  are  the  study  of  general  and  comparative  gram- 
mar. Every  philology  is  the  physiology  of  a  species  in  language ; 
linguistics,  the  comparative  anatomy  of  all  the  several  systems  of 
articulate  communication  between  man  and  man.  Linguistics,  as 
a  noun,  has  hardly  become  an  English  word.  Philology,  as  used 
by  most  English  and  American  writers,  embraces  the  signification 
of  the  two  words  by  which,  in  Continental  literature,  the  study  of 
language  is  characterized,  according  to  the  methods  by  which, 
and  the  objects  for  which,  it  is  pursued.  The  adjectives,  philo- 
logical and  linguistic,  are  employed  sometimes  interchangeably 
in  the  same  sense  as  philology,  and  sometimes  as  adjectives  con- 
jugate in  meaning  to  the  noun  language.  I  shall  not  attempt,  in 
this  course,  a  strict  conf  onnity  to  Contineiital  lasage  in  the  em- 
ployment  of  these  words,  nor,  indeed,  would  it  be  practicable  to 
do  so,  until  a  new  adjective  shall  be  coined  to  relieve  one  of  them 
of  its  double  meaning ;  but  I  shall  endeavor  so  to  use  them  all, 
that  the  context  or  the  subject  matter  will  determine  the  sense 
which  they  are  intended  to  bear  for  the  occasion.* 

From  the  distinction  here  pointed  out,  it  results  that  philology 
concerns  itself  chiefly  with  that  which  is  peculiar  to  a  given 
speech  and  its  Uterature,  linguistics  with  Aose  laws  and  proper- 
ties  which  are  common  to  all  languages.  Philology  is  conversant 
with  distinctions ;  linguistics  with  analogies.  The  course  of  lec- 
tures I  am  commencing  is  intended  to  be  strictly  philological,  and 
I  shall  introduce  illustrations  from  the  field  of  linguistics  only 
when  they  are  necessary  for  etymological  reasons,  or  to  make  the 
distingui^ng  traits  of  English  more  palpable  by  the  force  of 
contrast. 

*  Our  English  grammatical  and  philological  vocabulaiy  is  poor.  We  have 
no  adjective  strictly  conjugate  to  speech,  tongue,  language,  f>erb,  noun,  and 
many  other  terms  of  art  in  this  department  LinguieUe  is  a  barbarous  hybrid, 
and,  in  our  use,  equiyocal,  as  are  also  the  adjectives  terbal,  nominal,  and  the 
like.  A  native  equivalent  to  the  sprachlich  of  some  Carman  writers,  cor- 
respoDding  nearly  to  our  old  use  of  philological,  as  in  the  phrase,  sprachlicha 
Forsch  ungen ,  where  the  adjective  embraces  the  meaning  both  of  phUolfig* 
ieal  and  linguistic,  is  much  wanted. 


LECTURE   III. 
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In  the  last  lectnre,  the  distinction  made  in  recent  grammatical 
nomenclature  between  philology  and  Hngnistics  was  illustrated  by 
comparing  the  former  to  the  physiology  of  a  single  species,  the 
latter  to  the  comparative  anatomy  of  different  species.  Etymolo- 
gy, or  the  stady  of  the  primitive,  derivative,  and  figurative  forms 
and  meanings  of  words,  must  of  course  have  different  uses,  ac- 
cording to  the  object  for  which  it  is  pursued.  If  the  aims  of  the 
etymological  inquirer  are  philological,  and  he  seeks  only  a  more 
thorough  comprehension  and  mastery  of  the  vocabulary  of  his 
own  tongue,  the  uses  in  question,  though  not  excluding  other  col- 
lateral advantages,  may  be  said  to  be  of  a  strictly  practical  charac- 
ter;  or,  in  other  words,  etymology,  so  studied,  tends  directly  to 
aid  us  in  the  clear  understanding  and  just  and  forcible  employ- 
ment of  the  words  which  compose  our  own  language.*  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  scholar's  objects  are  ethnological  or  linguistic, 
and  he  investigates  the  history  of  words  for  the  purpose  of  tracing 
the  relations  between  different  races  or  different  languages,  and  of 
arriving  at  those  general  principles  of  universal  grammar  which 

*  EtTmological  studies  for  this  purpose  do  not  jield  equally  valuable  fruits 
in  an  languages.  I  would  instance  modem  Qreek.  Very  many  curious  and 
InstnicliTe  facts  referring  to  the  development  and  growth  of  MedisBval  and 
Modem  Greek  wQl  be  found  in  Sophocles's  learned  Olassary  of  Later  and  By- 
mntine  Qresk,  (hmiyridge,  Mass.,  1860,  quarto.  See  Preface  to  the  Glossary, 
pp.  181-2-8 ;  also  App.  to  Glossary,  p.  581. 

We  commend  this  work  of  Sophocles  to  the  attention  of  English  Philhel- 
lenes  who,  with  certain  distinguished  British  scholars,  believe  in  the  identity  of 
Modem  and  Classic  Greek,  and  who  advise  the  acquisition  of  a  practical  mas- 
tery of  the  modem  speech  as  the  best  means  of  becoming  thoroughly  familiar 
with  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  ancient  tongue.  I  cannot  here  assign  my  rea^ 
sons  at  length,  but  I  must  express  my  total  dissent  from  this  opinion. 

(4S) 
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determine  the  form  and  structure  of  all  human  speech,  his  stadieE 
are  indeed  more  highly  scientific  in  their  scope  and  method,  but  they 
aid  him  little  in  the  comprehension,  and,  as  experience  abundant- 
ly shows,  scarcely  at  all  in  the  use,  of  his  maternal  tongue.  But 
though  I  admit  tiat  philology  is  of  a  less  rigorously  scientific  char- 
acter than  linguistics,  I  by  no  means  concede  to  the  latter  any 
pre-eminence  as  a  philosophic  study,  or  as  requiring  higher  intel- 
lectual endowments  for  its  successful  cultivation ;  and  it  cannot  be 
disputed  that,  as  a  means  of  ethical  culture,  philology,  connecting 
itself  as  it  does  with  the  whole  mental  and  physical  life  of  man, 
illustrating  as  well  the  inward  thought  and  feeling  as  the  outward 
action  of  a  nation,  has  almost  as  great  a  superiority  over  linguistics 
as  has  history  over  pure  mathematics.  Philological  studies,  when 
philology,  as  explained  in  the  last  lecture,  was  restricted  to  the 
cultivation  of  the  languages,  literature,  history,  and  archaeology  of 
Greece  and  Home,  were  very  commonly  called  litersB  human- 
iores,  or,  in  English,  the  humanities f  and  it  is  the  conviction 
of  their  value  as  a  moral  and  intellectual  discipline,  which  has  led 
scholars  almost  imiversally  to  ascribe  the  origin  of  this  appellation 
to  a  sense  of  their  refining,  elevating,  and  humanizing  influence. 
This,  however,  I  think,  is  an  erroneous  etymology.*  They  were 
called  literse  humaniores,  the  AwT/wmi^ie*,  by  way  of  oppo- 
sition to  the  litersB  divinse,  or  divinity^  the  two  studies,  phi- 
lology and  theology,  then  completing  the  circle  of  scholastic 
knowledge,  which,  at  the  period  of  the  introduction  of  the 
phrase,  scarcely  included  any  branch  of  physical  science.  But 
though  the  etymology  is  mistaken,  its  general  reception  is  an  evi- 
dence of  the  opinion  of  the  learned  as  to  the  worth  and  import- 
ance of  the  study,  and,  now  that  so  many  modem  literatures  have 
attained  to  an  excellence  scarcely  inferior  to  that  of  classic  models, 

*  I  am  not  here  controverting  the  opkdon  of  Aulus  Gellius  and  other  ancient 
critics  concerning  the  etymology  and  mgnification  of  the  term  litercB  humana 
or  humaniores.  They  were  quite  right  as  to  the  origin  and  force  of  the  ex- 
pression as  understood  and  used  by  themselves  and  their  contemporaries.  But 
In  the  classic  ages  theological  literature  had,  properly  speaking,  no  existence ; 
and  when  in  succeeding  centuries  there  sprang  up  a  body  of  distinctly  Chris- 
tian literature,  it  became  necessary  to  discriminate  between  it  and  the  works  of 
heathen  authors,  and  the  term  lUeroB  divines  was  applied  to  theological  writings, 
while  profane  compositions  were  called  litera  humana  or  humaniores  with  lit- 
tle attention  to  the  original  significance  of  the  expression. 
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their  special  philologies  have  even  stronger  claims  upon  ns  than 
those  of  ancient  lore,  because  they  are  not  only  ahnost  equally 
valuable  as  instruments  of  mental  culture,  but  are  more  directly 
connected  with  the  clear  intelligence  and  fit  discharge  of  our  high- 
est moral,  social,  and  religious  duties. 

Etymology  is  a  fundamental  branch  of  all  philological  and  all 
lingi^stic  study.  The  word  is  used  in  two  senses,  or  rather,  the 
science  of  etymology  has  two  offices.  The  one  concerns  itself 
with  the  primitive  and  derivative  forms  and  significations  of 
words,  the  other  with  their  grammatical  inflections  and  modifica- 
tions ;  the  one  considers  words  independently  and  absolutely,  the 
other  in  their  syntactical  relations.  In  discussing  the  uses  of  ety- 
mology, I  shall  confine  myself  to  the  first  of  these  offices,  or  that 
which  con£(ists  in  investigating  the  earliest  recognizable  shape  and 
meaning  of  words,  and  in  tracing  the  history  of  their  subsequent 
changes  in  form  and  signification.  A  knowledge  of  etymology, 
to  such  an  extent  as  is  required  for  all  the  general  purposes  of  lit- 
erature and  of  life,  is  attainable  by  aids  within  the  reach  of  every 
man  of  moderate  scholastic  training.  Our  commonest  dictionaries 
give,  with  tolerable  accuracy,  the  etymologies  of  most  of  our 
vocabulary,  and  where  these  fail,  every  library  will  furnish  the 
means  of  further  investigation.  It  must  be  confessed,  however, 
that  no  English  dictionary  at  all  fulfils  the  requisites  either  of  a 
truly  scientific  or  of  a  popular  etymologicon.  They  all  attempt 
too  much  and  too  little— too  much  of  comparative,  too  little  of 
positive  etymology.  Of  course,  in  a  complete  thesaurus  of  any 
language,  the  etymology  of  every  word  should  exhibit  both  its 
philology  and  its  linguistics,  its  domestic  history,  and  its  foreign 
relations,  but  in  a  hand-lexicon  of  any  modem  tongue,  this  wide 
range  of  linguistic  research  is  misplaced,  because  it  necessarily  ex- 
cludes much  that  is  of  more  immediate  importance  to  the  under- 
standing and  the  use  of  the  vocabulary.  Richardson's,  which, 
however,  is  faulty  in  arrangement  and  too  bulky  for  convenient 
use  afi.  a  manual,  best  answers  the  true  idea  of  an  English  dic- 
tionary, because  it  follows,  more  closely  than  any  other,  the  his- 
tory of  the  words  it  defines.  For  the  purposes  of  general  use,  no 
foreign  roots  should  be  introduced  into  the  etymological  part  of  a 
dictionary,  barely  because  they  resemble,  and  are  presumably  cog- 
nate with,  words  of  our  own  language.     The  selection  of  such 
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should  be  limited  to  those  from  which  the  English  word  is  known 
to  be  derived,  and  such  others  as,  by  their  form  or  their  meaning, 
serve  more  clearly  to  explain  either  its  orthography  or  some  of  ite 
significations.  Whatever  is  beyond  this  belongs  to  the  domain  oi 
linguistics,  comparative  grammar,  ethnology,  to  a  thesaurus,  not  a 
dictionary,  and  it  can  find  room  in  this  latter  only  by  excluding 
what,  for  the  purposes  of  a  dictionary,  is  of  greater  value.* 

I  have  alre^y  assigned  what  seemed  to  me  sufficient  reasons 
for  making  the  present  course  philological,  not  linguistic;  and 
I  cannot,  without  occupying  time  more  appropriately  employed 
otherwise,  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  aims  and  importance  of 
linguistic  studies  in  their  bearing  upon  etymology,  still  less  in 
their  relation  to  the  great  questions  connected  with  the  unity  of 
the  species  and  the  general  laws  of  intellectual  action — ^the  highest 
problems  which  unaided  humanity  can  aspire  to  solve.  I  freely 
allow  their  profound  interest  and  their  strict  scientific  character, 
but  they  must,  for  the  present,  be  the  special  property  of  the  few, 
not,  like  the  mother-tongue,  the  common  heritage  of  the  many ; 
and  I  now  again  refer  to  them  only  to  protest  against  the  in- 
ference that  I  deny  or  depreciate  their  worth  because  I  think  it 
necessary,  in  a  preparatory  course,  to  exclude  them  from  consider- 
ation. 

The  extravagance  of  etymologists  has  brought  the  whole  study 
of  words  into  popular  discredit ;  and  though  that  study  is  now 
pursued  in  much  stricter  accordance  with  philosophic  method,  in- 
stances of  wild  conjecture  and  absurd  speculation  are  still  by  no 
means  wanting.  Manage,  formerly  often,  and  now  sometimes, 
cited  as  an  authority  in  French  etymology,  and  of  course  with  re- 
spect to  the  origin  of  English  words  borrowed  from  the  French, 
is  among  the  boldest  of  these  inquirers.  He  does  not  hesitate  to 
assign  any  foreign  primitive,  no  matter  how  distant  the  source,  as 
the  origin  of  the  French  word  resembling  it ;  and  when  none  such 
offers,  he  coins  a  Low-Latin  root  for  the  occasion.f   In  such  cases, 

♦  The  Etymological  Dictionary  op  the  English  Language,  by  the 
Rev.  W.  W.  Skeat,  Oxford,  1882,  is  far  superior  to  any  former  work  of  the 
sort,  and  is,  in  fact,  with  few  exceptions,  as  nearly  satisfactory  as  anything 
that  can  be  hoped  for  until  our  knowledge  of  the  actual  history  of  our  own 
vocabulary  shall  be  much  further  advanced  than  it  is  at  present. 

f  For  instance  see  /a  6  a,  fabariiis,  faibaricus,  fabarieotus,  farieoUis,  harico 
ttu; — tran$verbu$,    transversicus,    transcersicotus,    tranMcotus,    traeoius. 
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the  detection  of  the  falsehood  is  difficult,  its  refutation  next  to 
impossible,  for  in  the  chaos  of  monkish  and  secular  writers  in  that 
corrupted  dialect,  who  can  say  what  barbarisms  may  not  occur  ? 
Manage  is  not  the  only  etymologist  who  has  sinned  in  this  way, 
for  it  is  one  of  the  safest  and  easiest  of  literary  frauds.  Dr.  John- 
son thought  we  were  not  authorized  to  deny  that  there  might  be 
witches,  because  nothing  proved  their  non-existence;  and  the 
same  principle  may  compel  us  to  pause  in  disputing  a  plausible 
etymology,  for  want  of  evidence  to  show  that  the  supposed  root 
does  or  does  not .  actually  exist  in  a  given  vocabulary.  The  wise 
old  Fuller,  of  whom  no  lover  of  wit,  truth,  beauty,  and  goodness 
can  ever  tire,  says,  in  reference  to  an  extravagant  etymology : 

^^  As  for  those  that  count  the  Tatars  the  ofiEspring  of  the  ten 
tribes  of  Israel,  which  Salmanasar  led  away  captive,  because  Tatari 
or  Totari  signifieth  in  the  Hebrew  and  Syriack  tongue  a  residue 
or  remnant,  learned  men  have  Boffidently  confuted  it  And 
surely  it  seemeth  a  forced  and  overstrained  deduction  to  f arre- 
f etch  the  name  of  Tartars  from  a  Hebrew  word,  a  language  so  far 
distant  from  them.  But  no  more  hereof;  because,  perchance, 
herein  the  woman's  reason  hath  a  masculine  truth ;  and  the  Tar- 
tarians  are  called  so,  because  they  a/re  [called]  so.  It  may  be 
curious  etymologists  (let  them  lose  their  wages  who  work  in  diffi- 
cult trifles)  seek  to  reap  what  was  never  sown,  whilst  they  study 
to  make  those  words  speak  reason,  which  are  only  voces  adplaoi- 
ttMn^  imposed  at  pleasure." 

The  theory  of  Fuller  was  better  than  his  practice,  and  he  not 
unfrequently  indulged  in  etymological  speculations  as  absurd  as 
that  which  he  ridicules  respecting  the  Tatars,  for  he  derives  oomr 
jpUmerUy  not,  as  he  says  others  did,  ^^k  completione  men- 
tis," but  ^^&  complete  mentiri,"  because  compliments  are 
usually  completely  mendacious;  and  elsewhere  he  quotes  with 
seeming  assent  Sir  John  Harrington's  opinion  that  the  old  Eng- 
lish d^and  goNm  came  from  the  names  of  the  two  great  political 
factions  of  tlie  Empire,  the  Guelphs  and  Ghibellines.  One  can 
hardly  believe  Boger  Ascham  serious  in  deriving  war  from  warre 
or  weirre^  the  old  form  of  the  comparative  worse^  because  wa/r  is 


ragci; — mu$,  muratuB,  rtOiu,  reU;-^gibouUe,  nimbus,  nmbtUus,  nimbtUata, 
guinUnUaia,  gJUmbulata,  gJUbuUUa,  gibauUe. 
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worse  than  peace ;  *  bnt  even  this  derivation  is  only  less  absmd 
than Blackstone's  of  ^r««>n  from  persona^  persona  eccle- 
sisB,  because  the  parson  personates  or  represents  the  churcLf 
The  most  extraordinary  word-fanciers  we  have  had  in  English 
literature  are  Murray  and  Ker.  Murray  derives  all  English,  in 
fact  all  articulate  words,  from  nine  primary  monosyllables,  which 
are  essentially  natural  to  primitive  man.  The  family  likeness  b^ 
tween  the  nine  is  so  strong  that  Murray  might,  with  much  con- 
venience and  small  loss  of  probability,  have  reduced  them  to  one, 
for  they  all  agree  in  their  vowel  and  final  consonant.  The  cata- 
logue of  these  surprisingly  prolific  roots  is  this :  1,  ag,  wag,  or 
hwag ;  2,  bag,  or  bwag ;  3,  dwag ;  4,  cwag ;  5,  lag ;  6,  mag ;  7, 
nag ;  8,  rag ;  and  9,  swag.  Ker  is  somewhat  less  ambitious,  but 
quite  as  original  and  ingenious  in  his  theories.  He  found  the 
English  public  simple  enough  to  buy  two  editions  of  a  work  in 
two  volumes,  the  object  of  which  is  to  show  that  a  very  laige  pro- 
portion of  our  current  English  proverbs  are,  not  translations  or 
imitations  of  Dutch  ones,  but  mere  mispronunciations,  cormptionfl 

*  Allied  to  this  is  Spenser's  derivation  of  itorld  : 

But  when  the  word  woxe  old,  it  woxe  warn  dd, 

(Whereof  it  hight.) 

Faerie  Queen,  B.  iv.,  C.  viii.,  S.  xxzL 

The  ingenious  author  of  the  exceUent  little  work  on  English  SynonTms,  edited 
by  Archbishop  Whately,  supposes  loorld  to  be  the  participle  whirled,  and  says 
the  word  was  evidently  expressive  of  roundness.  The  wh  in  whirl,  (hv  in  the 
corresponding  Gothic  words,)  is  radical,  and  would  hot  have  been  represented 
in  Anglo-Saxon  by  tr,  as  in  w or uld,  wooruld,  world.  Besides  this,  the 
word  iDorld  is  older  than  the  knowledge  of  the  globular  form  or  the  rotation 
of  the  earth  among  the  Gothic  tribes.  A  still  more  conclusive  argument  againsl 
this  etymology  is  the  fact,  that  the  Anglo-Saxon  woruld,  the  Icelandic 
yerOlld,  did  not  mean  the  earth,  the  phyeieai,  but  the  morcU,  the  human 
world,  the  Latin  seculum.  The  Anglo-Saxon  name  of  the  earth  was 
middan-eard  or  middan-geard,  corresponding  to  the  Moeso-Gothic 
midjungards.  The  most  probable  etymology  of  world  seems  to  be  wer, 
(cognate  with  the  Latin  v i r ,)  man,  and  old,  age  or  time. 

f  I  must  here  make  the  amends  honorable  to  Blackstone ;  for  notwithstand* 
ing  the  apparent  absurdity  of  this  etymology,  and  the  real  absurdity  of  the 
reasoning  by  which  he  supports  it,  it  seems  to  be  certain,  as  a  fact  of  historical 
derivation,  that  parson  is  from  persona,  and  not  from  the  Latin  parroehia 
through  the  French  paroissien.    See  Skeat's  Dictionary,  S.  V. 

This  is  a  good  example  of  the  importance  of  tracing  the  history  of  wovdi 
instead  of  trusting  to  supposed  laws  of  phonetic  change. 
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of  common  Dutch  phrases  and  expressions  totally  different  in 
meaning  from  that  whicli  is  ascribed  to  the  proverbs,  as  we  em- 
ploy them,  Thns  the  proverbial  phrase,  '  He  took  the  bnll  by  the 
horns,' is  a  corruption  of  'hii  tuck  tije  bol  by  die  hoo- 
rens,'  which  means,  here  head  calls  contrwa/nce  in;  that  it  vt 
(M  it  ought  to  be.  ^  As  still  as  a  mouse,' is,  ^als  stille  als  er 
mee  hose,'  as  stiU  as  one  vntJumt  shoes  or  rather,  a>s  one  m 
his  stockings;  and  even  the  national  cry,  ^  Old  England  forever  1 ' 
is  not  plain  English  at  all,  but  Low-Dutch  for  ^Hail  to  your 
country— evince  your  zeal  for  her  1 ' 

The  general  idea  is  of  course  too  absurd  to  be  met  by  argu- 
ment, and  the  book  is  of  about  the  same  philological  value  as 
Swift's  Medical  Consultation,  and  other  trifles,  where  the  words 
are  Latm  in  form,  but  similar  in  sound  to  English  words  of 
different  signification,  so  that  the  Latin  words  is,  his,  honor, 
sic,  mean,  Is  his  Honor  sick  ?  The  speculations  of  more  recent 
and  more  eminent  philologists,  though  certainly  made  more  plau- 
sible by  historical  evidence  and  by  apparent  analogies,  are  some- 
times not  less  unreasonable.'^ 

Crambe,  a  character  in  the  Memoirs  of  Scriblerus  much  given 

*  I  certainly  do  not  intend  to  class  Dr.  Latham  with  the  dreamers  to  whom 
I  refer  in  the  text,  but  I  must  be  permitted  here  to  notice  what  is,  at  least,  an 
inaccumcy  of  expression  in  his  etymology  of  our  English  word  draJce,  He 
says  (English  Language,  2d  Edition,  p.  214),  "  It  [drake]  is  derived  from  a 
word  with  which  it  has  but  one  letter  in  common ;  viz.,  the  Latin  anas, 
duck,**  The  common  name  of  the  duck  in  the  Gothic  languages  is  doubtless 
allied  to  anas,  and  in  most  of  them  the  same  root  occurs  in  forms  which  con- 
tain the  consonantal  elements  of  the  word  drake.  Two  of  these  elements,  the 
r  and  k,  are  signs  of  the  masculine  termination.  The  d  is  radical,  as  are  also 
the  corresponding  mute  i  in  the  Latin  anas  (genitive  an  at- is),  and  the  n 
which  has  been  dropped  from  drake,  or  rather  perhaps  formed  the  d  by  coal- 
escence with  the  t,  as  in  modem  Greek,  where  vr  is  pronounced  d,  and  there- 
fore drake  and  anas  are  related  as  being  both  derived  from  a  common  root 
But  to  assert  that  drake  is  derived  from  anas  is  not  only  a  violation  of  the 
legitimate  rules  of  etymological  deduction,  but  it  involves  the  historical  im- 
probabiUty  of  affirming  that  a  people  as  old  as  the  Bomans  themselves  were 
without  a  name  for  one  of  the  commonest  and  most  important  game-birds  of 
their  climate,  until  they  borrowed  one  from  their  foreign  invaders.  In  fact, 
if  either  nation  received  the  word  from  the  other,  instead  of  both  inheriting  it 
from  some  common  but  remote  source,  the  habits  of  the  bird  in  question, 
whose  birthplace  and  proper  home  is  in  the  far  North,  would  render  it  more 
probable  tha|  the  Gothic  was  the  original,  the  Latin  the  derivative  form. 
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to  pnnmng,  declares  that  he  was  alwajB  nnder  the  dominion  of 
some  particular  word,  which  formed  the  theme  of  his  pnns. 
Muys,  a  very  kte  and  learned  German  philologist^  who  occupies 
himself  with  Greek  etymology,  is,  unconsciously  no  doubt,  under 
the  influence  of  a  sinidlar  verbal  crotchet.  The  particular  word 
which  tyrannizes  over  his  researches  is  the  German  verb  s  t  o  s  s  e  n , 
in  English  to  push.  There  are  several  Sanscrit  roots  possessing 
this  signification,  and,  according  to  our  author,  there  are  few 
Greek  words  not  derived  from  some  one  of  them.  His  own 
special  favorite  among  these  Sanscrit  radicals  is  dhu,  and  he 
finds  a  probability,  amounting  very  nearly  to  certainty,  that  the 
following  words,  as  well  as  hundreds  of  others  equally  discrepant 
from  the  primitive  type,  are  derived  from  it :  Agamemnon,  Asia, 
Athene,  ^gyptus,  Poo^o^^  Gallus,  Geryon,  Demeter,  Eidotliea, 
Helle,  Enarete,  Zephyms,  Hebe,  Jocasta,  Leda,  Polydeuces, 
Sisyphus.  The  process  by  which  these  derivations  are  made  out 
is  as  simple  as  possible.  Take  for  instance  Gkllus.  Beginning 
with  dhu,  spelled  d,  h,  u,  if  you  cut  off  d,  you  have  hu, 
whence  it  is  but  a  step  to  hva;  hva  passes  readily  into  ga, 
and  by  adding  Z,  you  obtain  gal,  which  wants  only  the  inflec- 
tional flnal  syllable  us,  with  the  reduplication  of  the  2,  and 
your  word  is  finished.  After  this,  we  may  well  say  that  etymol- 
ogy, like  misery,  makes  us  acquainted  with  strange  bcd-f ellowB.* 
In  admitting  that  most  English  etymological  dictionaries  point 
out  the  origin  of  the  greater  part  of  our  vocabulary,  I  must  limit 
the  concession  to  words  derived,  as  are  the  great  majority  of  ours, 
directly  from  Greek,  Latin,  French,  or  Anglo-Saxon  roots  still 
to  be  found  in  the  riecorded  literature  of  those  languages.  With 
respect  to  words  which  have  traditionally  descended  from  the 
old  Gothic  storehouse,  and  which  do  not  occur  in  the  existing 
remains  of  Anglo-Saxon  literature,  or  which  have  been  borrowed 
from  remoter  sources,  and  especially  with  respect  to  the  attempts 
made  by  lexicographers  to  trace  English  words,  through  the  lan- 
guages I  have  named,  back  to  still  older  dialects,  and  to  detect 


*  A  French  epigrammatist  says,  upon  one  of  Menage's  derivations : 

Alphana  vient  d'equus,  sans  doute, 
Mais  il  faut  avouer  aussi 
Qu'en  venant  de  lA  jusqu'ici 
U  a  bien  chang6  sur  la  route. 
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affinities  to  words  belonging  to  the  yocabnlaries  of  langoages  not 
of  the  Gothic  or  Bomance  stock,  I  know  no  English  dictionary 
except  Skeat's  new  etymologicon  which  is  worthy  of  confidence. 
Take  for  example  our  noun  and  verb  iast^.  Kothing  can  be 
plaLuer  than  its  origin  to  one  who  is  content  with  the  simple 
truth.  We  have  borrowed  it  from  the  obsolete  French  is  sir, 
which,  as  well  as  the  cognate  Italian  uscire,  is  evidently  a 
modem  form  of  the  compound  Latin  infinitive  ex-ire,  to  go 
out.  A  celebrated  lexicographer  gives,  as  related  words,  the 
FrcQch  and  Italian  forms,  but  he  fails  to  see  that  they  are  de- 
rived from  the  Latin  exire,  and  suggests  that  they  coincide 
with  the  Ethiopic  w  a  t  s  a  I  The  tendency  of  this  constant  search 
after  remote  analogies  is  to  lead  the  inquirer  to  overlook  near  and 
obvious  sources  of  derivation,  and  to  create  a  perplexity  and  con- 
fusion with  r^ard  to  the  real  meaning  of  words,  by  connecting 
them  with  distant  roots  slightly  similar  in  form,  and,  frequently, 
not  at  aU  in  signification.  There  are,  in  aU  Uteratures,  numerous 
instances  where  words  have  been  corrupted  in  orthography,  and 
finally  changed  in  meaning,  in  consequence  of  the  adoption  of  a 
mistaken  etymology.  An  example  of  this  is  the  common  adjec- 
tive cibamindbley  which  was  once  altered  in  form  and  meaning  by 
a  mistake  of  this  sort,  though  better  scholarship  has  now  restored 
it  to  its  true  orthography,  and  more  nearly  to  its  proper  signifi- 
cation. It  is  evidently  r^xdarly  formed  from  the  Latin  verb 
abominor,  itself  derived  from  ab  and  omen.  AhomindMs 
accordiogly  involves  the  notion  of  that  which  is  in  a  religious  sense 
profane  and  detestable,  or,  in  a  word,  of  evil  omen ;  and  Milton 
never  uses  it,  or  the  conjugate  noun  abominations,  except  with 
reference  to  devilish,  profane,  or  idolatrous  objects.  Quite  early 
in  English  literature  some  sciolist  fancied  that  ^e  true  etymology 
was  ab  and  homo,  and  that  its  proper  meaning  was  repug- 
nomt  to  Jmmamtyj  mJvu/mcm,.  This  derivation  being  accepted, 
the  orthography  was  changed  to  abAominable,  and  in  old  English 
books  it  is  often  used  in  a  sense  corresponding  to  its  supposed 
origin,  nor  has  it  even  yet  fuQy  recovered  its  appropriate  meaning. 
We  may,  in  numerous  instances,  trace  back  the  use  of  a  word 
to  a  remote  antiquity,  and  find  at  the  same  time  that  it  was  em- 
ployed in  many  languages  between  which  we  are  unable  to  detect 
any  historical  or  even  grammatical  relation.    When,  in  such  case. 
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any  of  the  foreign  derivative  or  inflectional  ehanges  of  the  root 
throw  light  on  the  form  of  the  corresponding  I^glish  word,  or 
when  its  radical  meaning  serves  to  explain  any  of  the  different 
senses  which  we  ascribe  to  onr  own  vocable,  and  which  are  not 
dedncible  from  its  known  historical  etymology,  the  fact  of  the 
existence  of  snch  a  word  becomes  philologically,  as  well  as  lin- 
guistically, interesting.  If,  however,  the  foreign  word  does  not 
aid  us  iu  understanding  or  employing  the  corresponding  Engb'sh 
one,  whatever  may  be  its  importance  in  linguistics,  it  is  in  Eng- 
lish philolog}',  and  of  course  etymology,  wholly  insignificant.  I 
will  borrow  an  example  from  languages  which  I  can  hardly  pre- 
sume to  be  familiar  to  many  of  my  audience,  and  others  from 
some  domestic  sources.  The  Portuguese  word  saudade,  which 
expresses  an  affectionate,  regretful  longing  for  a  lost  or  absent 
beloved  object,  has  been  said  by  Portuguese  scholars  to  be  pecu* 
liar  to  their  own  tongue,  and  to  have  no  equivalent  in  any  other 
European  speech.*    A  similar  word,  however,  with  the  same 

*  The  Portuguese,  as  appears  from  a  passage  in  the  Leal  Conselheiro  of 
King  Dom  Duarte,  prided  themselves  on  this  word  as  early  as  the  fifteenth 
oentury. 

Se  algtla  pessoa  por  meu  servi^o  e  mandado  de  myn  se  parte,  e  della  sento 
iuydadf,  ccrto  e  que  de  tal  partyda  nom  ey  sanha,  nojo,  pcsar,  desprazer, 
nem  avorrecymento,  ca  prazme  de  seer,  e  pesarmya  se  nom  fosse ;  e  por  se 
partir  algtlas  vezes  vem  tal  tuydade  que  faz  chorar,  e  sospirar  como  se 
fosse  de  nojo.  £  porem  me  parece  este  nome  de  iuydade  tam  proprio  que 
o  latym,  nem  outra  linguagem  que  en  saiba,  non  he  pera  tal  sentido  semel- 
hante.    Leal  Conmlhfiro,  Paris,  1842,  p.  151. 

The  editor  of  the  Leal  Conselheiro  quotes  a  curious  passage  to  the  same 
effect  from  Dom  Francisco  Manocl.    Epanaphortu,  1675,  pp.  S^,  287. 

The  orthography,  saudade,  became  established  about  the  beginning  of 
the  sixteenth  century.  The  forms,  ioidade  and  ioedade,  which  occur 
in  early  Portuguese  writers,  countenance  the  derivation  from  the  Latin  aolua, 
but  the  existence  of  a  similar  noun,  as  well  as  of  cognate  verbs  of  allied  wig- 
nification,  in  the  Scandinavian  languages,  suggests  the  possibility  that  they  all 
belong  alike  to  some  Gothic  radical. 

Ihre  thinks  the  Scandinavian  may  be  from  the  root  of  the  verb  to  mek,  in 
analog}'  with  a  figurative  sense  of  the  Latin  qumrere,  and  he  cites  this 
couplet  from  Horace.  Carm.  iii.  24 : — 

Virtutem  incolumem  odimus ; 
Sublatam  ex  oculis  qumrimua  InvidL 

Here  qumrim u «  means  regret,  wm$,  hmg  for,  and  this  uae  of  the  word  ii 
oommon  in  the  classic  writers. 
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general,  and  often  the  same  precise,  signification,  occurs  in  Ice> 
landic,  Swedish  and  Danish,  in  the  respective  forms  saknaSr, 
saknad,  and  Savn.  Now  there  is  no  link  of  relationship, 
by  which  any  actnal  connection  can  be  made  out  between  the 
Scandinavian  and  the  Portuguese  words,  no  common  source  to 
which  both  can  be  referred,  nor  does  tlie  form  or  meaning  of 
either  serve  in  the  least  to  explain  those  of  the  other.  The  coin- 
cidence is  a  remarkable  fact ;  it  may  become  linguistically  im- 
portant ;  but  at  present  it  is  not  of  the  sb'ghtest  consequence  to 
the  philology  of  either  of  the  languages  in  question.  In  like 
manner,  I  understand  the  English  words  father,  mother,  brother, 
sister,  not  at  all  the  better  for  knowing  that  they  are  used  in 
forms  not  widely  differing  from  our  own,  in  most  of  the  lan- 
guages belonging  to  the  Indo-European  family.* 

It  will  be  found  pretty  generally  true,  that  with  respect  to 
words  used  in  their  simple  form  and  literal  sense,  the  study  of 
their  derivation  is  of  little  use  in  aiding  us  to  form  a  just  concep- 
tion of  their  meaning ;  but  if  they  are  compounds,  and  especially 
if  their  employment  in  our  language  is  a  figurative  one,  we  are 
eesentially  assisted  by  a  knowledge  of  their  etymology.  If  you 
tell  a  child  that  our  noun  and  adjective  pv/rple  is  the  Anglicised 
form  of  the  Latin  purpureus,  a  word  of  similar  signification, 
you  tell  him  nothing.  So  if,  for  the  origin  of  preoipitcUe  and 
precipitation^  he  is  barely  referred  to  the  Latin  preeceps  as 
the  source  of  these  EngHsh  words,  he  has  learned  what  is  not 
worth  remembering.  But  if  you  go  further,  and  explain  to  him 
that  prsBceps  is  a  compound  of  pree,  "before^  and  the  root  of 
caput,  ihfi  Tiead^  so  that  preeceps  and  precipitate  both  mean 
Keadfcrefmo^  or  heoMong^  he  will  have  gained  an  entirely  new 
eonoeption  of  the  force  of  the  words. 

I  will  illustrate  the  emptiness  of  etymology  as  usually  pursued, 
and  its  practical  value  when  studied  by  simpler  and  less  preten- 
tious methods,  by  the  history  of  our  English  word  granm,  in  a 

*  I  maj  dte  as  examples  of  similar  accidental  coincidences,  the  American 
9mfkh,  English  9kufd  (of  a  railway),  and  the  Italian  niaUjo  (from  via) ;  the 
cant  American  aibtqwUylaU  (to  abscond),  and  the  Italian  9gaUai7U>lar6,  of  the 
lame  signification.  '  He  gathered  up  hia  tra^*  is  literal  in  the  mouth  of  the 
American  woodsman,  but  in  Catalan,  where  trap  signifies  a  UM^  it  means,  ha 
kofo  ffp  Am  camp. 
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single  one  of  its  many  senses.    I  observe  in  reading  D  PeDfleroeo 
that  Milton  describes  Melancholy  as  dad 

"  AH  in  a  robe  of  darkest  grain." 

TJpon  taming  to  Webster  for  an  explanation  of  gram^  I  find  its 

etymology  in  twelve  closely  printed  lines,  giving  twenty-five 

words  which  the  lexicographer  supposes  to  be  cognate  with  grc^m^ 

from  thirteen  languages.    Fifteen  meanings,  several  of  which, 

though  distinguished,  are  indistinguishable,  are  ascribed  to  gram. 

Among  ihem  is  dye  or  tvnotwrej  no  particular  hue  being  assigned 

to  the  dye,  and  as  an  exemplification  of  this  sense  of  gra/i/n^  the 

fine  descriptive  invocation  to  Melancholy,  to  which  I  have  alluded, 

is  cited: 

"  Come,  pensive  Nun,  devout  and  pure. 
Sober,  steadfast  and  demure, 
All  in  a  robe  of  darkest  gnUn, 
Flowing  with  majestic  train." 

It  18  evident  that  the  lexicographer  understands  Milton  as 
dothing  the  Divinity  simply  in  a  garb  of  a  dark  color,  without 
indication  of  the  qudity  of  the  color ;  but  this  conception  of  the 
meaning  of  grarn^  as  used  in  the  passage,  is  wholly  erroneous,  as 
I  shall  proceed  to  show. 

Of  the  twenty-five  words  referred  to  in  "Webster's  etymology, 
only  the  Latin  granum,  with  three  or  four  derivatives  from  it 
in  as  many  modem  languages,  and  the  Scandinavian  gren,  have 
any  probable  affinity  with  grmn^  in  origin  or  in  any  of  its  signi- 
fications, and  with  the  exception  of  the  sense  of  a  prang  or  tinSj 
and  perhaps,  also,  oi  fibre  and  the  imitations  of  fibre  in  painting, 
every  one  of  the  fifteen  meanings  ascribed  to  the  word  is  ref eiv 
able  to  the  Latin  granum,  and  not  to  any  of  the  other  roots 
adduced.  Both  these  exceptions  belong  to  a  Gothic  radical  (in 
Swedish,  gren)  signifying  a  branch  or  twig,  and  still  extant  in 
the  Scottish  dialect  with  the  same  sense. 

The  history  of  the  word  gram^  in  the  sense  of  a  dye,  is  this : 
The  Latin  granum  signifies  a  seed  or  kernel,  and  it  was  early 
applied  to  all  small  objects  resembling  seeds,  and  finally  to  all 
minute  particles.  Some  etymologists,  however,  derive  gram/wnk 
from  the  root  of  the  verb  to  grind,  and  define  it  as  that  which  u 
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ground^  or  meal,  as  the  German  mM  from  mdhlen.  This  I  hold 
to  be  an  inversion  of  the  genealogy  of  the  word.  A  species  of 
oakj  or  ilex,  the  querens  coceifera  of  botanists,  common  on 
all  the  Mediterranean  coasts,  and  especially  in  Spain  where  it  is 
called  coscoja,  (a  cormption  of  the  Latin  cuscnlinm  or 
quisqnilinm,)  is  frequented  by  an  insect  of  the  genus  coc- 
cus, the  dried  body,  or  rather  ovarium,  of  which  furnishes  a 
variety  of  red  dyes.  From  its  roxmd  seed-like  form,  the  prepared 
coccus  was  called  in  later  Latin,  granum,  and  so  great  were 
the  quantity  and  value  of  the  coccum  or  granum  produced 
in  Spain,  that,  according  to  Pliny,  it  paid  half  the  tribute  of  the 
province.*  It  is  even  said  that  the  city  and  territory  of  Granada 
derived  their  name  from  the  abundance  of  granum,  coccum, 
or  grad/n^  gathered  there,  f  Granum  becomes  grana  in 
Spanish,  graine  in  French,  and  from  one  of  these  is  derived 
the  particular  use  of  the  English  word  gram,,  which  we  are  now 
investigating.  Oram,  then,  as  a  coloring  material,  strictly  taken, 
means  the  dye  produced  by  the  coccus  insect,  often  called,  in  com- 
merce and  in  the  arts,  Jcermes,  but  inasmuch  as  the  kermes  dye, 
like  that  extracted  from  the  murex  of  Tyre,  is  capable  of  assum- 
ing a  considerable  variety  of  reddish  tones  or  hues,  Milton  and 

*  Coccum  is  from  the  Greek  k6kko^^  a  kernel  or  berry,  K6moc  was  one  of 
the  names  applied  by  the  Greeks  to  the  insect  and  the  tree  on  which  it  bred. 
From  k6kkoc  comeB  the  adjectiye  kSkkivoc^  denoting  the  color  obtained  from  the 
insect,  as  also  the  Latin  coccinus  and  coccineus  employed  in  the  same 
sense.  In  the  Wyclifflte  translations  of  the  Bible,  this  word  is  found  in  eight 
different  forms,  eok  being  the  nearest  to  the  root,  eoetyn  the  most  remote  from 
it.  OoUiyn,  which  occurs  in  Apocalypse  zvi.  12,  in  the  version  printed  as 
Wydiffe's  in  Bagster's  Hexapla,  is  either  a  typographical  error,  or  a  various 
reading  for  eoetyn,  and  not  an  early  orthography  of  eoUon, 

The  form  coccus  (masculine)  is  the  modem  scientific  name  of  the  inaeett 
bat  I  beUeve  the  neuter,  coccum,  alone  occurs  in  classical  Latin. 

f  This  derivation  of  Granada  was,  I  believe,  first  suggested  by  Calepin,  and 
it  is  adapted  by  Facdolati  and  by  some  Spanish  authors,  as,  for  example,  by 
PeDioer,  El  Feniz,  84,  E,  but  the  name  has  been  generally  supposed  to  be  of 
Arabic  origin.  In  the  chronicles  of  the  Middle  Ages,  it  is  generaUy  written 
Gernatha  or  Garnatha,  and  upon  the  supposition  that  this  is  the  true 
orthography,  various  absurd  Arabic  etymologies  have  been  suggested ;  but  as 
it  appears  from  the  Espafia  Sagrada,  new  edition,  vol.  xxiz.,  pp.  201,  209,  tbat 
Granada  in  Cataloiida  was  called  Granatum  in  the  tentii  and  eleventh 
oeoturies,  I  think  that  the  form  Garnathaisa  Moorish  corruption,  and  that 
Oalepin's  conjecture  is  probably  well  founded. 
3* 
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other  English  poets  often  nse  gra/m  as  equivalent  to  Tyrianpw^ 
pie.  We  will  now  apply  this  etymology  to  the  interpretation  of 
the  passage  which  Webster  cites  from  Milton,  and  will  also  ex* 
amine  all  the  other  instances  in  which  grain  is  employed  in  the 
sense  of  a  color  by  that  poet  and  by  Shakespeare. 
First,  then,  the  verses  from  H  Penseroso : 

**  Ck>me,  pensiyc  Nun,  devout  and  pure, 
Sober,  steadfast  and  demure. 
All  in  a  robe  of  darkest  gTain^ 
Flowing  with  majestic  train." 

Here  the  epithet  "  darkest,"  and  the  character  and  attributes  of 
the  Divinity  who  is  clothed  in  grain,  show  that  the  poet  meant, 
not,  as  Webster  supposes,  a  mourning  black,  or  a  dull,  neutral 
tint,  but  the  violet  shade  of  purple.  What  a  new  beauty  of 
imagery  this  explanation  sheds  on  one  of  Milton's  most  exquisite 
creations  I 

Coleridge,  who,  of  all  English  writers,  is  most  attentive  to 
etymology,  and  most  scrupulously  accurate  in  the  use  of  words, 
in  the  preface  to  his  Aids  to  Beflection  has  this  passage,  apparently, 
however,  a  quotation :  ^'  doing  as  the  dyers  do,  who,  having  first 
dip't  their  silks  in  colors  of  less  value,  then  give  them  the  last 
tincture  of  crimson  in  grain^^  thus  employing  the  word  with  a 
just  appreciation  of  its  meaning  in  ordinary  poetic  usage,  but  a£h 
signing  to  it  a  lighter  shade  than  the  purple  or  violet  which  it 
evidently  designates  in  the  passage  cited  from  H  Penseroso.  It 
should,  however,  be  observed,  by  way  of  note,  that  the  process  of 
dyeing,  in  ancient  times  when  both  grain  and  Tyrian  purple  were 
in  use  as  coloring  materials,  was  nearly  the  reverse  of  that  de- 
scribed by  Coleridge ;  for  Pliny,  speaking  of  the  practice  of  dye- 
ing with  two  colors  or  shades  of  color,  says :  "  Nay,  it  will  not 
serve  their  tume  to  mingle  the  abovesaid  tinctures  of  seafishes, 
but  they  must  also  doe  the  like  by  the  die  of  landoolors;  for 
when  a  wool  or  cloth  hath  taken  a  crimson  or  skarlet  in  grainSy 
it  must  be  dyed  again  in  the  Tyrian  purple,  to  make  the  light 
red,  and  fresh  lustie-gallant.  As  touching  the  grains  serving  to 
give  tincture,  it  is  red,  and  cometh  out  of  Gklatia,  or  else  about 
Emerita  in  Portugal,"  etc    Holland's  Pliny,  ix.,  41. 
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Again,  in  the  llih  Book  of  Paradise  Lost,  v.  243-9,  Milton 
cmplqyB  the  same  word  to  denote  still  another  tone  of  color : 

"  The  archangel  soon  drew  nigh. 
Not  in  his  shape  celestial,  but  as  man 
Clad  to  meet  man  :  over  his  lucid  arms 
A  military  vest  of  purple  flowed 
Livelier  than  Melibcsan,  or  the  ffrcnn 
Of  Sarra,  worn  by  kings  and  heroes  old 
In  time  of  truce ;  Iris  had  dipped  the  woof." 

In  this  passage  a  brighter  color,  approaching  to  scarlet,  is  cvi« 
dently  meant  Now,  ffram  of  Sarra  is  ffram  of  Tyre,  Sarra  being 
nsed  by  some  Latin  anthers  for  Tyrus,  and  ffradn  of  Sarra  is 
equivalent  to  jmrple  of  Tyre^  Milton  here  employing,  as  I  have 
jnst  observed,  the  name  of  the  color  obtained  from  the  kermes, 
ooccus  or  grain,  as  synonymous  with  purple  of  Tyre,  which  latter 
dye  was  the  product  of  different  species  of  shell-fidi.*  The  Greek 
nop(pvpio?y  and  the  Latin  purpureus,  embraced  all  shades  of 
color  between  scarlet  and  dark  violet  inclusive,  because  all  these 
hues  were  obtained  from  shell-fish  by  different  mixtures  and  pro- 
cesses. In  fact,  though  in  common  speech  we  generally  confine 
our  use  of  the  English  ^n^fo  to  the  violet  hue,  yet  it  is  employed 
poetically,  and  in  reference  to  ceremonial  costumes,  to  express  as 
wide  a  range  of  colors  as  the  corresponding  Greek  and  Latin 
adjectives-t 

*  The  ancient  writers  carefully  distinguish  between  the  costly  shell-flsh  pur- 
ple and  the  cheai)er  coccu m .    Thus  Martial  V.  28: 

Nonnisivel  cocco  madidft,  yd  murice  tinctft 
Veste  nites. 

And  Ulpian  Dig.  xzzii.  1,  70,  18. 

Purpurae  appellatione  onmis  generis  purpuram  oontineri  puto,  sed 
coecum  non  continebitur. 

There  is  an  interesting  and  even  eloquent  passage  on  the  value  attached  by 
the  Romans  to  the  true  purple  in  Pliny,  Nat.  Hist.  IX.  86. 

Aelfric,  Homilies,  li.,  258-4,  uses  wolcn-read  for  scarlet  in  giving  the 
namtive  of  the  Passion,  where  Matth.  xxvii.  28  has,  in  the  Greek  text, 
X^fiMa  Komdvrrv.  Wolcn,  wolcen,  weoluc,  weolc,  themodernEng. 
vhelk,  is  a  shell-fish,  in  this  case,  the  Tyrian  murex.  This  root  is  employed 
in  Anglo-Saxon  in  many  compounds  denoting  purple  or  scarlet,  and  the  Anglo- 
Saxons  most  of  course  have  been  acquainted  with  the  source  from  which  the 
ancient  purples  were  obtained. 

f  Many  shades  of  Tyrian  purple  are  enumerated  in  Pliny.  Nat  Hist.,  Iz. 
62,  65,  (Holland's  Tians.,  ix  88^1.) 
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In  describing  the  ^^ proper  shape"  of  the  Ardiangel  Baphael in 

the  Fifth  Book  of  Paradise  Lost,  the  poet  nses  gram,  in  the  sense 

of  pnrple,  and  gives  to  it  at  once  the  whole  extent  of  its  Taried 

significations : 

Six  wings  he  wore,  to  shade 
His  lineaments  divine :  the  pair  that  dad 
Each  shoulder  broad  came  mantling  o'er  his  breast 
With  r^gal  ornament ;  the  middle  iMdr 
Girt  like  a  starry  zone  his  waist,  and  round 
Skirted  his  loins  and  thighs  with  downy  gold 
And  colors  dipp'd  in  heaven ;  the  third  his  feet 
Shadowed  from  either  heel  with  feathered  mail. 
Sky-tinctured  grain. 

Those  who  remember  the  hues  which  the  painters  of  the  six- 
teenth century  give  to  the  wings  of  angels,  will  be  at  no  loss  to 
understand  the  epithet  8kyMmi,v/red^  which  here  qualifies  groMh. 
Sky-tinctured  is  not  necessarily  azure,  for  sky  in  Old  Engh'sh  and 
the  cognate  languages,  meant  doud,^  and  Milton  does  not  confine 
its  application  to  the  concave  blue,  but  embraces  in  the  epithet  all 
the  brighter  tints  which  belong  to  meteoric  phenomena.  Doubt- 
less he  had  in  his  mind  the  angels  that  he  had  seen  depicted  by 

*  iSXy  in  sense  of  doud. 

•  •    •    a  certeine  winde  • 
That  blewe  so  hidously  and  hie. 
That  it  ne  left  not  a  OeU 

In  all  the  welkin  long  and  brode. 

Ohaugeb,  Hou96ofFamet  ilL  008^1. 

•  •    •    all  sodeinly 

She  passeth  as  it  were  a  skie 
All  (dene  out  of  this  ladies  sight. 

QowEB,  Cartf.  Amani.  iv.,  PauU's  ed.,  H  60. 

•  •    •    Aurora,  which  afore  the  sunne 
Is  wont  f  enchase  the  blacke  skyei  dunne. 

Lydoate,  in  Troy-Boke,  Warian,  IL  xzilL 

That  purpour  sone    ♦       »       • 

•  «  «  •  • 

Throw  goldin  skyiB  putting  up  his  head. 

Ideic,  Warton,  n.  zzz. 

The  Promptorium  Parvulorum  has:   "Hovyfi  yfi  the  eyre,  as  byidyi^ 
[bryddys,]  or  skyis,  or  other  lyke,"  &c. 
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the  great  Italian  masters,  and  chose  the  phrase  ^^  sky-tinctnred 
grain  "  as  embodying,  like  their  pinions,  all  the  gorgeons  sponta- 
neons  hues  of  son-lit  doud,  and  rainbow,  and  cerulean  vault,  to- 
gether with  the  richest  colors  which  human  cunning  had  extracted 
from  the  materials  of  creative  nature.  It  is  interesting  to  observe 
how  the  brilliancy  of  the  image  floating  in  the  poet's  fancy  per- 
vades the  whole  passage,  and  anticipates,  by  a  vague  and  general 
expression,  the  specification  of  the  particular  colors  which  he 
ascribes  to  the  wings  of  the  archangel ;  for  in  his  description  of 
the  first  pair,  which 

Came  mantling  o'er  his  bieast 
With  regai  ornament : 

he  no  doubt  meant  to  suggest  the  imperial  purple,  the  appropri- 
ate  cognizance  of  loyalty. 

In  Oomus  [748]  we  find  grcm,  again  employed  as  the  name  of 
a  partlcnlar  color : 

"It  is  for  homely  features  to  keep  home. 
They  had  their  name  thenoe ;  coarse  compleadona. 
And  cheeks  of  sorry  grain  wHl  serve  to  ply 
The  sampler,  and  to  tease  the  housewife's  wooL 
What  need  a  vermeil  tinctured  lip  for  that. 
Love-darting  eyes,  or  tresses  like  the  mom?  " 

Chain,  here  does  not  refer  to  the  texture  of  the  skin,  which  is 
sufficiently  indicated  by  the  epithet  coa/rse  in  the  preceding  line, 
but  to  the  color,  the  vermdUon  of  the  cheek  and  lips  which,  for 
those  devoted  to  such  humble  duties,  the  enchanter  Comus  thinks 
may  well  be  sorry  or  of  inferior  tint*  This  interpretation  is 
confirmed  by  a  passage  in  Chaucer, 

*  There  is  a  curious  discussion  in  Athenaeus,  xiii  8,  on  the  propriety  of  the 
application  of  the  epithet  purple  to  the  cheek,  in  the  verse  of  Phrynichus : 

Ad/iiret  J'  hrl  irop^piai^  iraptftai  ^&c  ipojTo^ ; 
and  that  of  Simonides : 

the  f  onner  of  which,  no  douht,  suggested  to  Gray  his 

•*  purple  light  of  love," 

and  to  earUer  poets  the  similar  expressions  collected  in  Mitf  ord's  edition  of 
GfBy. 
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any  of  the  foreign  derivative  or  inflectional  dianges  of  the  root 
throw  light  on  the  form  of  the  corresponding  English  word,  or 
when  its  radical  meaning  serves  to  explain  any  of  the  different 
senses  which  we  ascribe  to  our  own  vocable,  and  which  are  not 
dedncible  from  its  known  historical  etymology,  the  fact  of  the 
existence  of  such  a  word  becomes  philologically,  as  well  as  lin- 
guistically, interesting.  If,  however,  the  foreign  word  does  not 
aid  us  in  understanding  or  employing  the  corresponding  English 
one,  whatever  may  be  its  importance  in  linguistics,  it  is  in  Eng- 
lish philology,  and  of  course  etymology,  wholly  insignificant.  I 
will  borrow  an  example  from  languages  which  I  can  hardly  pre- 
sume to  be  familiar  to  many  of  my  audience,  and  others  from 
some  domestic  sources.  The  Portuguese  word  saudade,  which 
expresses  an  affectionate,  regretful  longing  for  a  lost  or  absent 
beloved  object,  has  been  said  by  Portuguese  scholars  to  be  pecu- 
liar to  their  own  tongue,  and  to  have  no  equivalent  in  any  other 
European  speech.*    A  similar  word,  however,  with  the  same 

*  The  Portuguese,  as  appears  from  a  passage  in  the  Leal  Conselheiro  of 
King  Dom  Duarte,  prided  themselves  on  this  word  as  early  as  the  fifteenth 
oentury. 

Be  algCLa  i>essoa  por  meu  8eryi9o  e  mandado  de  myn  se  parte,  e  della  sento 
iuydade,  certo  e  que  de  tal  partyda  nom  ej  sanha,  nojo,  pesar,  desprazer, 
nam  avorrecymento,  ca  prazme  de  seer,  e  pesarmya  se  nom  fosse ;  e  por  se 
partir  algdas  vezes  vem  tal  iuydade  que  faz  chorar,  e  sospirar  como  se 
fosse  de  no  jo.  £  porem  me  parece  este  nome  de  iuydade  tam  proprio  que 
o  latym,  ncm  outra  linguagem  que  en  saiha,  non  he  pera  tal  sentido  semel- 
hante.    Leal  Ooneelheiro,  Paris,  1842,  p.  151. 

The  editor  of  the  Leal  Conselheiro  quotes  a  curious  i>as8age  to  the  same 
effect  from  Dom  Francisco  Manoel.    Epanaphoras,  1675,  pp.  286,  287. 

The  orthography,  eaudade,  became  established  about  the  beginning  of 
the  sixteenth  century.  The  forms,  eoidade  and  eoedade,  which  occor 
in  early  Portuguese  writers,  countenance  the  derivation  from  the  Latin  aoluM, 
but  the  existence  of  a  similar  noun,  as  well  as  of  cognate  verbs  of  allied  eUg- 
siflcation,  in  the  Scandinavian  languages,  suggests  the  possibility  that  they  all 
belong  alike  to  some  Gothic  radical. 

Ihre  thinks  the  Scandinavian  may  be  from  the  root  of  the  verb  to  aeek,  in 
analogy  with  a  figurative  sense  of  the  Latin  guar  ere,  and  he  cites  this 
couplet  from  Horace,  Carm.  iiL  24 : — 

Virtutem  incolumem  odimus ; 
Sublatam  ex  oculis  quarimuM  invidi. 

Here  quarimua  means  regret,  rrUn,  long  for,  and  this  use  of  tbe  word  li 
common  in  the  classic  writers. 
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general,  and  often  the  same  precise,  signification,  occnrs  in  Ice> 
landic,  Swedish  and  Danish,  in  the  respective  forms  saknaSr, 
saknad,  and  Savn.  Now  there  is  no  link  of  relationship, 
by  which  any  actual  connection  can  be  made  out  between  the 
Scandinavian  and  the  Portuguese  words,  no  common  source  to 
which  both  can  be  referred,  nor  does  tlie  form  or  meaning  of 
either  serve  in  the  least  to  explain  those  of  the  other.  The  coin- 
cidence is  a  remarkable  fact ;  it  may  become  linguistically  im- 
portant ;  but  at  present  it  is  not  of  the  slightest  consequence  to 
the  philology  of  either  of  the  languages  in  question.  In  like 
manner,  I  understand  the  English  words  father,  mother,  brother, 
sister,  not  at  all  the  better  for  knowing  that  they  are  used  in 
forms  not  widely  dii&ring  from  our  own,  in  most  of  the  lan- 
guages belonging  to  the  Indo-European  family.* 

It  will  be  found  pretty  generally  true,  that  with  respect  to 
words  used  in  their  simple  form  and  literal  sense,  the  study  of 
their  derivation  is  of  little  use  in  aiding  us  to  form  a  just  concep- 
tion of  their  meaning ;  but  if  they  are  compounds,  and  especially 
if  their  employment  in  our  language  is  a  figurative  one,  we  are 
essentially  assisted  by  a  knowledge  of  their  etymology.  If  you 
tell  a  child  that  our  noun  and  adjective  pwrple  is  the  Anglicised 
form  of  the  Latin  purpureus,  a  word  of  similar  signification, 
you  tell  him  nothing.  So  if,  for  the  origin  of  precipitate  and 
precipitation^  he  is  barely  referred  to  the  Latin  preeceps  as 
the  source  of  these  EngUsh  words,  he  has  learned  what  is  not 
worth  remembering.  But  if  you  go  further,  and  explain  to  him 
that  prsBceps  is  a  compound  of  pree,  "before^  and  the  root  of 
caput,  ihfi  heady  so  that  preeceps  and  precipitate  both  mean 
headforerru)^  or  headlong^  he  will  have  gained  an  entirely  new 
conception  of  the  force  of  the  words. 

I  will  illustrate  the  emptiness  of  etymology  as  usually  pursued, 
and  its  practical  value  when  studied  by  simpler  and  less  preten- 
tious methods,  by  the  history  of  our  English  word  grcAn,  in  a 

*  I  may  dte  as  examples  of  similar  accidental  coincidences,  the  American 
mtUtik^  English  ikuni  (of  a  railway),  and  the  Italian  mUUojo  (from  via)  \  the 
cant  American  ab%q\taXuUiiU  (to  abscond),  and  the  Italian  ^gaU/airuAart^  oil  the 
■ame  signification.  '  He  gathered  up  his  trapa,'  is  literal  in  the  mouth  of  the 
American  woodsman,  but  in  Catalan,  where  trap  signifies  a  tent,  it  means,  he 
kroke  up  hit  camp. 
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single  one  of  its  many  senses.  I  observe  in  reading  D  PeDfleroso 
that  Hilton  describes  Melancholy  as  clad 

"  AH  in  a  robe  of  darkest  grain." 

Upon  turning  to  Webster  for  an  explanation  of  ffram,  I  find  its 
etymology  in  twelve  closely  printed  lines,  giving  twenty-five 
words  wlich  the  lexicographer  supposes  to  be  cognate  with  grawn^ 
from  thirteen  languages.  Fifteen  meanmgs,  several  of  which, 
though  distinguished,  are  indistinguishable,  are  ascribed  to  gram^ 
Among  them  is  dye  or  tmctu/rej  no  particular  hue  being  assigned 
to  the  dye,  and  as  an  exemplification  of  this  sense  of  grcm^  the 
fine  descriptive  invocation  to  Melancholy,  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
is  cited: 


"  Come,  pensive  Nun,  devout  and  pure. 
Sober,  steadfast  and  demure. 
All  in  a  robe  of  darkest  grain. 
Flowing  with  majestic  train." 

It  IS  evident  that  the  lexicographer  understands  Milton  as 
clothing  the  Divinity  simply  in  a  garb  of  a  dark  color,  without 
indication  of  the  qudity  of  the  color ;  but  this  conception  of  the 
meaning  of  grarn^  as  used  in  the  passage,  is  wholly  erroneous,  as 
I  shall  proceed  to  show. 

Of  the  twenty-five  words  referred  to  in  "Webster's  etymology, 
only  the  Latin  gr  anum ,  with  three  or  four  derivatives  from  it 
in  as  many  modem  languages,  and  the  Scandinavian  gren,  have 
any  probable  aflSinity  with  graJm^  in  origin  or  in  any  of  its  signi- 
fications, and  with  the  exception  of  the  sense  of  a  prang  or  UnSj 
and  perhaps,  also,  oi  fibre  and  the  imitations  of  fibre  in  painting, 
every  one  of  the  fifteen  meanings  ascribed  to  the  word  is  refer- 
able to  the  Latin  granum,  and  not  to  any  of  the  other  roots 
adduced.  Both  these  exceptions  belong  to  a  Gothic  radical  (in 
Swedish,  gren)  signifying  a  branch  or  twig,  and  still  extant  in 
the  Scottish  dialect  with  the  same  sense. 

The  history  of  the  word  grai/n^  in  the  sense  of  a  dye,  is  this : 
The  Latin  granum  signifies  a  seed  or  kernel,  and  it  was  early 
applied  to  all  small  objects  resembling  seeds,  and  finally  to  all 
minute  particles.  Some  etymologists,  however,  derive  grcmv/m 
from  the  root  of  the  verb  to  grmdy  and  define  it  as  tJuU  which  u 
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ffnnmdj  or  meetly  as  the  German  mM  from  moMen.  This  I  hold 
to  be  an  inversion  of  the  genealogy  of  the  word.  A  species  of 
oakj  or  ilex,  the  qnerens  coccif  era  of  botanists,  common  on 
all  the  Mediterranean  coasts,  and  especially  in  Spain  where  it  is 
called  coscoja,  (a  cormption  of  the  I^tin  cusculium  or 
qnisqnilinm,)  is  frequented  by  an  insect  of  the  genus  coc- 
cus, the  dried  body,  or  rather  ovarium,  of  which  furnishes  a 
variety  of  red  dyes.  Prom  its  round  seed-like  form,  the  prepared 
coccus  was  called  in  later  Latin,  granum,  and  so  great  were 
the  quantity  and  value  of  the  coccum  or  granum  produced 
in  Spain,  that,  according  to  Pliny,  it  paid  half  the  tribute  of  the 
province.*  It  is  even  said  that  the  city  and  territory  of  Granada 
derived  their  name  from  the  abundance  of  granum,  coccum, 
or  grcmiy  gathered  there. f  Granum  becomes  grana  in 
Spanish,  graine  in  French,  and  from  one  of  these  is  derived 
the  particular  use  of  the  English  word  grwm,  which  we  are  now 
investigating.  Orwm,  then,  as  a  coloring  material,  strictly  taken, 
means  the  dye  produced  by  the  coccus  insect,  often  called,  in  com- 
merce and  in  the  arts,  JcermeSy  but  inasmuch  as  the  kermes  dye, 
like  that  extracted  from  the  murex  of  Tyre,  is  capable  of  assum- 
ing a  considerable  variety  of  reddish  tones  or  hues,  Milton  and 

*Coccum  is  from  the  Greek  k6kko^^  a  kernel  or  berry,  K6kkoc  was  one  of 
the  names  applied  by  the  Greeks  to  the  insect  and  the  tree  on  which  it  bred. 
From  k6kkoc  comes  the  adjective  kSkkivoc^  denoting  the  color  obtained  from  the 
insect,  as  also  the  Latin  coccinus  and  coccineus  employed  in  the  same 
sense.  In  the  Wyclifflte  translations  of  the  Bible,  this  word  is  found  in  eight 
different  forms,  eok  being  the  nearest  to  the  root,  eoetyn  the  most  remote  from 
it.  OoUyn,  which  occurs  in  Apocalypse  zvi.  12,  in  the  version  printed  as 
WyclifFe's  in  Bagster's  Hexapla,  is  either  a  typographical  error,  or  a  various 
reading  for  eoeiyn,  and  not  an  early  orthography  of  cotton. 

The  form  coccus  (masculine)  is  the  modem  scientific  name  of  the  ineeot, 
but  I  believe  the  neuter,  coccum,  alone  occurs  in  classical  Latin. 

f  This  derivation  of  Granada  was,  I  believe,  first  suggested  by  Calepin,  and 
it  is  adapted  by  Facdolati  and  by  some  Spanish  authors,  as,  for  example,  by 
Pellioer,  El  Feniz,  84,  E,  but  the  name  has  been  generally  supposed  to  be  of 
Arabic  origin.  In.  the  chronicles  of  the  Middle  Ages,  it  is  generaUy  written 
Gernatha  or  Garnatha,  and  upon  the  supposition  that  this  is  the  true 
orthography,  various  absurd  Arabic  etymologies  have  been  suggested ;  but  as 
it  appears  from  the  Espalia  Sagrada,  new  edition,  vol.  xzix.,  pp.  201,  209,  that 
Granada  in  Cataloiida  was  called  Granatum  in  the  tenth  and  eleventh 
centuries,  I  think  that  the  form  Garnathaisa  Moorish  corruption,  and  that 
Calepin's  conjecture  is  probably  well  founded. 
3* 
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other  English  poets  often  use  gram,  as  equivalent  to  Tyrianpw^ 
pie.  We  will  now  apply  this  etymology  to  the  interpretation  of 
the  passage  which  Webster  cites  from  Milton,  and  will  also  ex- 
amine all  the  other  instances  in  which  gram  is  employed  in  the 
sense  of  a  color  by  that  poet  and  by  Shakespeare. 
First,  then,  the  verses  from  H  Penseroso : 


"  Come,  pensiyc  Nun,  devout  and  pure, 
Sober,  steadfast  and  demure. 
All  in  a  robe  of  darkest  grain. 
Flowing  with  majestic  train." 

Here  the  epithet  "  darkest,"  and  the  character  and  attribntes  of 
the  Divinity  who  is  clothed  in  grain,  show  that  the  poet  meant^ 
not,  as  Webster  supposes,  a  mourning  black,  or  a  dnll,  neutral 
tint)  but  the  violet  shade  of  purple.  What  a  new  beauty  of 
imagery  this  explanation  sheds  on  one  of  Milton's  most  exquisite 
creations  I 

Coleridge,  who,  of  all  English  writers,  is  most  attentive  to 
etymology,  and  most  scrupulously  accurate  in  the  use  of  words, 
in  the  preface  to  his  Aids  to  Beflection  has  this  passage,  apparently^ 
however,  a  quotation :  ^'  doing  as  the  dyers  do,  who,  having  first 
dip't  their  silks  in  colors  of  less  value,  then  give  them  the  last 
tincture  of  crimson  in  yram,"  thus  employing  the  word  with  a 
just  appreciation  of  its  meaning  in  ordinary  poetic  usage,  but  as- 
signing to  it  a  lighter  shade  than  the  purple  or  violet  which  it 
evidently  designates  in  the  passage  cited  from  H  Penseroso.  It 
should,  however,  be  observed,  by  way  of  note,  that  the  process  of 
dyeing,  in  ancient  times  when  both  grain  and  Tyrian  purple  were 
in  use  as  coloring  materials,  was  nearly  the  reverse  of  that  de- 
scribed by  Coleridge ;  for  PUny,  speaking  of  the  practice  of  dye- 
ing with  two  colors  or  shades  of  color,  says :  "  Nay,  it  will  not 
serve  their  tume  to  mingle  the  abovesaid  tinctures  of  seafishes, 
but  they  must  also  doe  the  like  by  the  die  of  landoolors;  for 
when  a  wool  or  cloth  hath  taken  a  crimson  or  skarlet  m  grainSy 
it  must  be  dyed  again  in  the  Tyrian  purple,  to  make  the  light 
red,  and  fresh  lustie-gallant  As  touching  the  graine  serving  to 
give  tincture,  it  is  red,  and  cometh  out  of  Ghdatia,  or  else  about 
Emerita  in  Portugal,"  etc    Holland's  Pliny,  ix.,  41. 
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Again,  in  the  11th  Book  of  Paradise  Lost,  v.  2i3-9,  Milton 
employs  the  same  word  to  denote  still  another  tone  of  color : 

"  The  archangel  soon  drew  nigh. 
Not  in  his  shape  celestial,  but  as  man 
Clad  to  meet  man  :  over  his  lucid  arms 
A  military  vest  of  purple  flowed 
Livelier  than  Meliboean,  or  the  ffrcUn 
Of  Sarra,  worn  by  kings  and  heroes  old 
In  time  of  truce ;  Iris  had  dipped  the  woof." 

In  this  passage  a  brighter  color,  approaching  to  scarlet,  is  evi- 
dently meant.  Now,  ffrad/n  of  Sarra  is  gram  of  Tyre,  Sarra  being 
nsed  by  some  Latin  authors  for  Tyrus,  and  ffradn  of  Sarra  is 
equivalent  to  purple  of  Tyre,  Milton  here  employing,  as  I  have 
jnst  observed,  the  name  of  the  color  obtained  from  the  kermes, 
ooccns  or  grain,  as  synonymous  with  purple  of  Tyre,  which  latter 
dye  was  the  product  of  different  species  of  shell-fidi.*  The  Greek 
nopq)Vf}Bo?y  and  the  Latin  purpureus,  embraced  all  shades  of 
color  between  scarlet  and  dark  violet  inclusive,  because  all  these 
hues  were  obtained  from  shell-fish  by  different  mixtures  ood  pro- 
cesses. In  fact,  though  in  common  speech  we  generally  confine 
our  use  of  the  English  j?t^fo  to  the  violet  hue,  yet  it  is  employed 
poetically,  and  in  reference  to  ceremonial  costumes,  to  express  as 
wide  a  range  of  colors  as  the  corresponding  Greek  and  Latin 
adjectives.t 

*  The  ancient  writers  carefully  distinguish  between  the  cosUy  shell-flsh  pur- 
ine and  the  cheaper  coccu m .    Thus  Martial  Y.  28: 

Non  nisi  vel  cocco  madidd,  vel  murice  tinctft 
Yestenites. 

And  Ulpian  Dig.  xzxii.  1,  70,  18. 

Pur  pur  ae  appellatione  omnis  generis  purpuram  contineri  puto,  sed 
coccum  non  oontinebitur. 

There  is  an  interesting  and  even  eloquent  passage  on  the  value  attached  by 
the  Romans  to  the  true  purple  in  Pliny,  Kat.  Hist.  IX.  86. 

Aelfric,  Homilies,  ii.,  258-4,  uses  wolcn-read  for  scarlet  in  giving  the 
nairative  of  the  Passion,  where  Matth.  zxvii.  28  has,  in  the  Greek  text, 
X^fiif^a  KOKKivTfv.  Wolcn,  wolcen,  weoluc,  weolc,  themodemEng. 
tohdk,  is  a  shell-fish,  in  this  case,  the  Tyrian  murex.  This  root  is  employed 
in  Anglo-Saxon  in  many  compounds  denoting  purple  or  scarlet,  and  the  Anglo- 
Saxons  must  of  course  have  been  acquainted  with  the  source  from  which  the 
ancient  purples  were  obtained. 

f  Many  shades  of  Tyrian  purple  are  enumerated  in  Pliny.  Nat.  Hist.,  ix. 
62,  65,  (fioUand's  Trans.,  ix  8&-41.) 
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"His  lippes  reed  as  rose. 
His  rode  is  like  scarlet  en  grayn;  " 

rode  meaning  complexion.  And  in  the  epilogae  to  the  Konnes 
Preestes  Tale,  in  Tyrwhitt's  edition,  Chaucer,  speaking  of  a  man 
of  a  sangoine  complexion,  says : 

Him  nedetb  not  his  colour  for  to  dien. 
With  Brazil,  ne  with  ^toiti  of  Portingale. 

The  jlhr^BQ  j?i^jjle4nrffradn,  applied  to  the  beard  in  Midsmn- 
mer  Night's  Dream,  I.  2,  signifies  a  color  obtained  from  kermes, 
and  doubtless  refers  to  a  hair-dye  of  that  material : 

Bottom, — ^Well,  I  will  undertake  it.  What  beard  were  I  best 
to  play  it  in  ? 

Quin, — ^Why,  what  you  will. 

Bottom. — ^I  will  discharge  it  in  either  your  straw-colored  beard, 
your  orange-tawny  beard,  your  jpurjple^n-grcdn  beard,  or  your 
French  crown-colored  beard,  your  perfect  yellow. 

Again,  Webster  defines  the  phrase  to  dye  in  grom,^  "to  dye  in 
the  raw  material,  as  wool  or  silk,  before  it  is  manufactured." 
That  the  phrase  is  popularly  misunderstood,  and  has  long  been 
commonly  used  in  this  sense  is  true,  but  the  original  signification 
is  dyed  with  grain  or  kermes. 

The  explanation  of  this  familiar  and  figurative  sense,  which  is 
given  by  the  lexicographer  as  the  proper  and  literal  one,  is  simple. 
The  color  obtained  from  kermes  or  grain  was  a  peculiarly  dura- 
ble, or  as  it  is  technically  called,  2kf(ist  or  fixed  dye,  iorfast  used 
in  this  sense  is,  etymologically,^/£2^.  When  then  a  merchant 
recommended  his  purple  stuffs,  as  being  dyed  in  grain,  he  origi- 
nally  meant  that  they  were  dyed  with  kermeSy  and  would  wear 
well,  and  this  phrase,  by  a  common  process  in  language,  was  af- 
terwards applied  to  other  colors,  as  a  mode  of  expressing  the  quali- 
ty of  durability.*  Thus  in  the  Comedy  of  Errors,  (iiL  2,)  to  the 
observation  of  Antipholus : 

*  The  bright  reds  of  the  old  Brussels  tapestry,  so  remarkable  for  the  dunk 
bility  as  well  as  the  brilliancy  of  their  tints,  are  known  to  have  been  dyed  with 
kermes  or  grain. 

"There  is  another  sort  of  7V«7ia0f  which  *  *  *  beares  another  commoditlB 
and  profit,  which  is  of  the  gnune,  for  that  certaine  small  wormes  breede  in  th* 
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That's  a  fault  that  water  will  mend— 
Dromio  replies : 

No,  Bir,  'tis  in  grain;  Noah's  flood  could  not  do  it 

And  in  Twelfth  Kiglit,  (act  1,  scene  5,)  when  Olivia  had  iui> 
veiled,  and  speaking  of  her  own  face  had  asked : 

Is  it  not  well  done  ? 

to  Yiola's  insinuation  that  her  complexion  had  been  improved  by 
art; 

Excellently  done,  if  God  did  all ; 

Olivia  replies : 

'Tis  in  grain,  Bir ;  'twill  endure  wind  and  weather. 

In  both  these  examples  it  is  the  sense  of  permanence,  a  well- 
known  quality  of  the  purple  produced  by  the  grain  or  herme9y 
that  is  expressed.*  It  is  familiarly  known  that  if  wool  be  dyed 
before  spinning,  the  color  is  usually  more  permanent  than  when 
ihe  spun  yarn  or  mannfactured  doth  is  first  dipped  in  the  tincture. 
When  the  original  sense  of  gromh  grew  less  familiar,  and  it  was 
used  chiefly  as  expressive  of  fastness  of  color,  the  name  of  the 
effect  was  transferred  to  an  ordinary  known  cause,  and  dyed  in 
graJi/n^  originally  meaning  dyed  with  kermes,  then  dyed  with  fast 
oolor,  came  at  last  to  signify  dyed  in  ihe  wool  or  other  raw  ma- 

leaues  of  this  tree,  *  *  *  and  this  is  that  Indian  CochenUle  so  famous,  and 
wherewith  they  die  t'n  grains."  Purchas,  ill.  957.  Cochineal  yields  colon 
much  like  those  obtained  from  coccum  or  gran  a.  Hence  the  name  of 
grain  was  applied  to  it,  and  this  passage  among  many  others  shows  that  dyeing 
in  grain  meant  dyeing  teith  coccum  or  grana,  or  with  chocineal. 

To  the  same  purpose  are  the  following  expressions  to  which  a  friend  refers 
me  in  Hakluyt,  ed.  1589:  "  violets  in  grains  and  fine  reds  be  most  wome"; 
"  violets  died  in  grains  with  purple  colors  and  fine  reds/'  p.  880;  "  Oraine  thai 
you  dye  scarlet  withall/'  888. 

*  As  examples  of  the  figurative  use  of  the  phrase,  in  grain,  see  de  Heung, 
TukmmU,  p.  487. 

Amour  d'onmie  envers  fame  n'est  mie  tainte  sn  grains; 
For  trop  pou  se  destaint,  por  trop  pou  se  desgndnc ; 

and  Chaucer's  SquMs  Tals,  line  511 : 

So  depe  in  gteins  he  deiede  his  coloures. 
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teriaL  The  verb  mgrai/n,^  meaning  to  incorporate  a  color  or  qnal* 
it  J  with  the  natural  substance,  comes  from  gram,  used  in  this  last 
sense,  and  is  now  very  extensively  employed  in  both  a  literal  and 
a  figurative  acceptation. 

KermeSj  which  I  have  used  as  a  synonym  of  grana  or  grainy 
is  the  Arabic  and  Persian  name  of  the  coccus  insect,  and  the 
word  occurs  in  a  stiU  older  form,  k  r  m  i,  in  Sanscrit.  From  this 
root  are  derived  the  words  carmine  and  crimsan^  common  to  all 
the  European  languages.^  The  Romans  sometimes  applied  to  the 
coccus  the  generic  name  vermiculus,  a  little  worm  or  .insect. 
Yermiculus  is  the  diminutive  of  vermis,  which  is  doubt- 
less cognate  with  the  Sanscrit  krmi,  as  is  also  the  English  word 
worm.  From  vermiculus  comes  vermdUon^  the  name  of  an 
allied  color  erroneously  supposed  to  be  produced  by  the  kermes, 
though  in  fact  of  a  different  origin,  and  I  may  add  that  ooohmealj 
as  the  name  both  of  a  dye  which  has  now  almost  wholly  super- 
seded the  European  gram^  and  of  the  American  insect  which  pro- 
duces it,  is  derived,  through  the  Spanish,  from  coccum,  the 
Latin  name  of  the  Spanish  insect.  Johnson,  and  even  Kichard- 
Bon,  mistake  the  meamng  of  gram,  and  ascribe  to  it  the  same  sig- 
nification as  Webster.  Bichardson  derives  it  from  the  Saxon 
geregnan,  certainly  a  wrong  etymology,  and  they  both  refer 

*  Italian,  ch&rmin,  ch&rmisino.    See  Tommaseo,  8.  v. 

The  French  employ  both  cramoisi,  crimson,  and  6carlate,  scarlet, 
as  intensiyes.  Bleu  or  am  oi  si  meant,  in  Old  French,  (20^blue,  ^carlata 
noir ,  deep  black,  and  we  find  in  Foulques  Fitz  Warin,  p.  70,  "  e  se  vestiient 
deun  escarlet  vert,"  and  dressed  in  (206^  green.  So  in  Eyng  AlisaundeTf 
which  was  translated  from  the  French,  ▼.  4986-7 : 

Thy  clothen  hem  with  grys  and  ermyne 
With  golde  and  siluer  and  tkoHet  pers  fine ; 

where  ikarlet  pers  means  deep  blue. 

In  both  languages,  these  words  are  used  flguratiyely  in  an  analogoua 
sense.  A  rogue  in  grain  is  a  thoroughly  corrupt  knave.  Etre  sot  ou  laid  e  n 
cramoisi  is,  tobe  thoroughly  foolish  or  ugly,  and  Cotgrave  gives  "  sot  e  n 
cramoisi,  an  ass  in  grain,"  Rabelais,  v.  xlvi.,  has  en  cramoisi  foi 
perfectly  :  "  Par  sainct  Jan  ie  rhythmeray  comme  les  aultres,  ie  le  sens  bien 
attendez,  et  mayez  pour  excusS  si  ie  n6  rhythme  encramoyay." 

The  verb  ingrain  originally  signified  dyed  toith  grain. 

Hire  robe  was  f  ul  riche 
Of  reed  scarlet  engreyned. 

Piers  Plouqhican,  Vision,  906. 
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to  most  of  the  passages  I  have  quoted,  as  exemplifications  of  the 
erroneous  definition  they  have  giyen  it.  This  is  a  remarkable 
oversight,  because  gram,^  as  the  English  for  coccum,  was  in 
very  general  use  in  the  seventeenth  century,  and  it  is  only  recently 
that  kermes  has  superseded  it.  Good  exemplifications  of  this  em- 
ployment of  the  word  will  be  foxmd  in  Holland's  Pliny,  i.  259, 
261,  461,  ii.  114,  and  in  many  other  old  English  writers. 

It  wiU,  I  think,  be  admitted  that  in  every  passage  which  I  have 
cited  in  illustration  of  the  meaning  of  the  word  ffradn,  the  knowl- 
edge of  its  true  origin  and  signification  gives  additional  force  and 
beauty  to  the  thought  in  the  expression  of  which  it  is  employed, 
and  I  have  selected  it  as  a  striking  example  of  the  advantages  to 
be  derived  from  the  careful  study  of  words,  and  especially  of  the 
li^t  which  is  thus  often  thrown  upon  obscure  figurative  expres- 
sions, as  contrasted  with  the  insignificance  of  the  bare  fact  that 
the  same  word  or  root  exists  in  other  languages.  It  is,  however, 
rarely  the  case  that  a  simple  uncompounded  word  so  well  repays 
the  labor  of  investigation,  though  the  analysis  of  many  compound 
words  will  be  found  equally  instructive. 

The  importance  of  habitual  attention  to  the  exact  meaning  of 
words,  considered  simply  as  a  mental  discipline,  can  hardly  be 
overrated,  and  etymology  is  one  of  the  most  efficient  means  of 
arriving  at  their  true  signification.  But  etymology  alone  is  never 
a  sure  goide.  In  passing  from  one  language  to  another,  words 
seldom  fail  to  lose  something  of  their  original  force,  or  to  acquire 
some  new  significance,  and  we  can  never  be  quite  safe  on  this 
point,  until  we  have  established  the  predse  meaning  of  a  word  by 
a  comparison  of  different  passages  where  it  occurs  in  good 
authors. 


LECTURE   IV. 

TOBBiaN  HBLFS  TO  THB  KNOWLEDGE  OF  ENOUBH. 

From  the  opinions  I  have  already  expressed,  it  will  have  been 
observed,  that  I  do  not  hold  any  wide  range  of  linguistic  learning 
necessary  to  the  attainment  of  a  good  knowledge  of  English 
etymology.  I  am  equally  well  persuaded  that  English  grammar, 
80  far  as  respects  the  application  of  its  principles  to  practical  use, 
may  be  thoroughly  mastered  with  little  or  no  aid  from  foreign 
sources.  The  purpose  of  the  present  remarks  will  be  to  enforce 
this  opinion,  and  in  a  cursory  way  to  point  out  how  far  the  study 
of  foreign  languages  is  useful  in  this  respect,  and  what  particular 
tongues  are  most  important  to  the  student  for  the  purposes  of 
English  philology.  In  considering  the  subject  of  grammatical 
inflections  in  a  subsequent  part  of  the  course,  I  shall  particularly 
notice  the  relations  between  inflected  and  uninflected  languages^ 
and  for  this  reason  I  shall,  on  this  occasion,  refer  to  the  grammar 
of  the  classical  languages  only  in  very  general  terms.* 

*  A  speaker,  who  strives  to  accustom  himself  to  accuracy  of  thought  and 
precision  of  expression,  is  often  made  painfully  sensible  of  the  danger  of  mis- 
apprehension to  which  he  is  exposed  in  discoursing  upon  subjects  incapable  of 
illustration  by  visible  symbols,  representations,  or  experiments.  The  danger  is 
much  increased,  if  the  range  of  his  discussion  is  comprehensive.  His  language 
must  necessarily  be  condensed,  and  his  propositions  must  succeed  each  other 
with  a  rapidity  which  hardly  allows  the  unprepared  hearer  to  distinguish  and 
comprehend  them.  Besides  this,  he  must  often  express  himself  in  general  terms, 
omitting  the  exceptions  and  qualificatioDS  which  are  necessary  for  the  exhibition 
of  the  whole  truUi.  In  this  latter  necessity,  lies  one  of  the  most  fertile  sources 
of  error  with  respect  to  all  those  doctrines  which  are  communicated  by  general 
propositions.  Again,  so  strong  is  the  natural  tendency  to  generalize  that  which 
is  particular,  that  every  public  teacher  runs  also  the  opposite  risk  of  being  un- 
derstood to  announce  as  universal  propositions  opinions  which  he  intends  to 
confine  to  very  special  cases.  It  is  against  this  last  mistake  that  I  am  at  this 
moment  particularly  solicitous  to  guard.  While  I  admit  that  a  knowledge  of 
(66) 
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It  is  an  apophthegm  of  Goethe,  that  ^^  He  who  is  acquainted  with 
no  foreign  tongue  knows  nothing  of  his  own."  The  indiscrim- 
inate admiration  with  which  this  great  writer  is  regarded  by  his 
followers,  leads  them  to  consider  his  most  trivial  and  unguarded 
utterances  as  orades.  Even  so  able  a  linguist  as  Heyse  has  quoted 
this  apophthegm  as  an  authority  in  proof  of  the  value  and  im- 
portance of  linguistic  studies ;  but  I  must  express  my  total  dis- 
sent from  both  what  is  expressed  and  what  is  implied  in  this 
sweeping  declaration.*    If,  by  Jcnawledge^  is  meant  the  power  of 

other  tongaes,  including  the  Greek  and  Latin  as  well  as  the  modem  dialects 
more  nearly  allied  to  our  own,  may  be  so  employed  as  to  be  of  great  value  as 
an  auxiliary  to  the  study  of  English — a  truth  of  which  this  course  of  lectures 
will  adduce  many  illustrations — I  am  proceeding  to  avow  my  conviction,  that 
the  value  of  foreign  philological  studies,  in  this  particular  respect,  is  too  often 
overrated  by  classical  scholars.  And  here  I  beg  not  to  be  understood  as  mean- 
ing any  thing  more  than  I  express.  I  am  speaking  of  the  study  of  one  gram- 
mar as  an  aid  to  the  knowledge  of  another ;  of  languages,  not  of  letters ;  of 
the  forms  of  speech,  not  of  the  embodied  thoughts  of  the  great  masters  of 
literature  in  other  tongues.  As  a  means  of  that  encyclopedic  culture  which  is 
one  of  the  most  imperious  demands  of  modem  society,  an  acquaintance  with 
foreign,  and  especially  with  classical,  literature  is  indispensable,  because  the 
records  of  knowledge  and  of  thought  are  many-tongued,  and  even  if  a  genial 
writer  could  have  framed  his  original  conceptions  or  equivalents  of  them  in  a 
different  speech,  it  is  certain  that  another  mind  can,  only  in  the  fewest  cases, 
adequately  translate  them.  We  can  therefore,  in  general,  know  little  of  ancient 
or  foreign  intellectual  action,  without  a  knowledge  of  the  medium  of  thought 
in  which  that  action  has  been  exerted. 

*  The  observation  of  a  long  life  has  convinced  me  that  the  best  method  of 
acquiring  a  thorough  knowledge  of  English  is  the  study  of  English  alone, 
whether  by  books  or  by  the  ear.  Of  the  two  persons  I  have  known  most  re- 
markable for  strict  conformity  to  the  best  usage  in  conversational  English 
one  was  an  Alsatian  barber  who  had  a  shop  in  a  district  in  New  York  city 
chiefly  inhabited  by  cultivated  persons ;  the  other  was  a  Vermont  farmer,  who 
kept  a  small  inn  in  a  country  town  and  who  was  often  a  member  of  the  State 
Legislature,  where  he  had  occasion  to  make  oratorical  use  of  his  knowledge 
of  English.  He  had  much  pride  on  the  subject,  and  I  have  often  asked  him 
about  the  methods  of  his  study — for  to  speak  good  English  was  the  study  of 
his  life.  He  told  me  that  he  followed  the  best  speakers  whom  he  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  hear,  but  that  he  had  learnt  most  of  all  from  his  mother.  On  one 
occasion  when  I  was  conducting  a  law-suit  for  him,  a  leading  witness  on  the 
opposite  side  testified  he  had  said  in  a  discussion  about  the  merits  of  two 
eminent  politicians,  that  Mr,  A.  wm  not  to  be  named  in  the  same  day  with  Mr, 
B.  My  dient  told  me  afterwards  that  the  loss  of  the  suit  grieved  him  much 
less  than  the  jmblic  statement  that  he  had  sanctioned  an  expression  whidh 
he  regarded  as  a  vulgarism,  though  it  was  then  much  in  use.    "  Tou  know," 
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expressmg  or  conceiving  the  laws  of  a  particular  language  in 
formal  rules,  the  opinion  may  be  well  founded,  but  if  it  refers 
to  the  capacity  of  understanding,  and  skill  in  properly  using,  our 
own  tongue,  all  observation*  shows  it  to  be  very  wide  of  the  truth* 
Goethe,  himself,  certainly  knew  German,  and  his  intellectual 
training  and  general  culture  were  no  doubt  much  advanced  by 
the  study  of  other  literatures,  but,  if  tried  by  the  present  stand- 
ard of  philological  learning,  or  even  by  that  of  his  own  time,  he 
must  be  pronounced  at  best  an  indifferent  linguist,  and  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  trace  any  of  the  excellences  of  his  marvel- 
lously fehcitous  style  to  the  direct  imitation,  or  even  the  uncon- 
scious influence,  of  foreign  models.  He  declares,  himself,  that 
his  knowledge  of  French  was  acquired  by  practice,  "without 
grammar  or  instruction,"  and  remarks  that  in  his  early  years  his 
attention  was  specially  devoted  to  German  writers  of  the  sixteenth 
century.  Probably  the  study  of  these  authors  contributed  more 
than  any  thing  else  to  the  diction  he  finally  adopted ;  for  his 
writings  contain  no  evidence  of  familiarity  with  the  remoter 
etymological  sources  of  his  own  tongue,  or  with  the  special  phi- 
lologies of  the  cognate  languages.  The  comparison  of  his  auto- 
biography, IMchtung  und  Wahrheit,  in  which  his  style  reached 
perhaps  its  culminating  point,  with  the  best  writers  of  antiquity, 
will  show  few  parallelisms  in  any  thing  that  can  be  said  to  be 
purely  indicative  of  classical  learning.  The  works  of  Goethe,  in 
which  critics,  unacquainted  with  his  literary  biography,  would 
find  tiie  strongest  internal  evidence  of  a  great  knowledge  of  for- 
eign philology  and  literature,  would  probably  be  the  Oriental 
poems  in  the  West-Oestlicher  Divan,  and  his  Slavic  imitations. 
Yet  I  believe  it  is  quite  certain  that  he  knew  nothing  of  Arabic 
and  Persian,  or  of  the  Slavonic  languages.  He  had  formed  his 
acquaintance  with  the  characteristics  of  those  literatures  only 
from  translations  and  critical  discussions,  and  his  reproduction  of 
their  poetry  in  his  native  German  was  not  a  proof  of  linguistic 


he  said,  "  and  every  man  who  knows  me  and  knows  English  knows,  that  I 
allow  myself  to  use  no  such  colloquialisms."  This  struck  me  especially  he- 
cause,  only  a  few  days  hefore,  I  had  heard  the  very  same  expression  employed 
In  a  moment  of  temi)orary  embarrassment  by  one  of  the  most  eloquent  and 
certainly  the  most  fastidious  of  New  England  orators. 
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learning,  but  it  was  the  exercise  of  a  genius  above  learning,  of 
a  power  that  divined  and  appropriated  the  spiiit  of  composi- 
tions, to  the  comprehension  of  which  other  men  attain  only  bj  a 
critical  study  of  the  letter.  I  might,  therefore,  confidently  rely 
on  the  works  of  Goethe  himself,  as  a  test  example  in  refutation 
of  the  tlieory  which  ascribes  such  value  to  linguistic  pursuits. 
All  literature  is  full  of  similar  instances,  and  there  is  scarcely  a 
nation  which  boasts  a  written  speech,  that  cannot  produce  writers 
of  the  highest  rank,  so  far  as  respects  force,  accuracy,  and  purity 
of  diction,  whose  knowledge  of  language  was  confined  to  their 
mother-tongue.  The  measure  of  our  knowledge  of  a  particular 
art,  is  the  ability  to  use  it,  and  he  who  most  aptly  says  that  which 
he  has  to  say,  has  given  the  best  evidence  that  he  possesses,  in 
full  extent,  what  is  appropriately  called  knowledge  of  the  tongue 
he  employs.  To  com  and  to  hen  or  know  express,  both  in  Ger- 
man and  English,  associate  ideas  and  are  related  words,  and  in  all 
that  belongs  to  human  language,  as  in  most  other  fields  of 
thought  and  action,  knowledge  is  power,  and  power  is  knowledge. 
At  the  most  flourishing  period  of  ancient  Grecian  literature, 
the  Greeks  had  developed  no  granmiatical  system,  nor  is  there 
any  satisfactory  evidence,  internal  or  external,  that  written  rules 
for  the  use  of  their  language  then  existed.  All  this  was  the  work 
of  later  ages.  In  no  era  of  their  literary  history,  did  they  pro- 
duce critical  treatises  which  exhibit  a  sound  theoretical  acquaint- 
ance with  the  principles  of  general  grammar,  and  their  etymo- 
logical researches  were  never  any  thing  but  absolutely  puerile. 
The  great  writers  of  Greece,  as  there  is  every  reason  to  believe, 
were,  in  general,  wholly  ignorant  of  any  speech  but  the  conmion 
tongue  of  the  Hellenic  nation,  and  yet  no  literature  can  exhibit 
more  marked  examples,  not  merely  of  high  intellectual  culture 
and  power,  but  of  the  most  consummate  dexterity  in  the  choice 
and  collocation  of  words,  in  the  adaptation  of  style  and  vocabulary 
to  the  subject,  or  a  more  delicate  sense  of  fitness  and  propriety  in 
determining  when  to  conform  to  the  laws  of  rigorous  grammati- 
cal concord,  and  when  to  rise  above  them  ;  when  to  give  full  ex- 
pression to  every  word  that  could  modify  the  thought  to  the  mind 
of  the  h'stener,  and  when  to  electrify  him  by  bold  ellipsis  and 
sudden  transition.  The  mightiest  master  of  words  the  world 
ever  knew  was  Demosthenes,  who  certainly  was  acquainted  with 
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no  langoage  but  Greek,  and  who  built  his  own  magic  style  on 
the  foundation  of  Thucydides,  a  writer  most  remarkable  for  hi4 
independence  of  all  that  was  arbitrary,  all  that  was  formal,  and 
all  that  was  conventional  in  the  dialect  of  his  country  and  hi4 
time.* 

The  education  of  this  greatest  of  historical  writers  was  purely 
Hellenic.  No  study  of  old  Pelasgic,  or  Egyptian,  or  Phoeni- 
cian, or  Persian,  had  taught  him  any  thing  of  the  remote  analo- 
gies and  primitive  etymologies  of  the  Attic  speech,  nor  could  his 
principles  of  literary  composition  have  been  deduced  from  gram- 
matical or  rhetorical  precepts,  but  the  untutored  expression  of  his 
native  genius  spontaneously  shaped  itself  into  the  style,  which 
h&3  made  his  great  work  what  he  prophetically  hoped,  «  ifj^iaxK 
eV  aUj '%  perpetual  possession  for  all  coming  ages. 

The  frequency  of  obvious  etymologies  in  Greek,  it  may  be 
thought,  would  serve  to  a  native  the  same  purpose  as  does  the 
study  of  foreign  tongues  to  us  who  speak  a  language  of  somixeda 

*  It  is  often  impossible  to  resolve  the  language  of  Thucydides  and  of  other 
early  writers  into  what  are  technically  called  periods,  and  we  frequently 
observe  the  absence  of  a  periodic  structure  in  the  conversation,  not  merely 
of  imschooled  persons,  but  of  all  who  habitually  speak  in  an  inartificial  style. 
I  may  illustrate  the  manner  of  Thucydides,  certainly  not  with  a  view  of  ridi- 
culing the  diction  of  that  immortal  author,  but  in  a  way  inteUigible  to  per- 
sons not  familiar  with  Greek,  by  an  extract  from  a  pugilistic  challenge  of 
about  the  year  1700,  which  I  find  in  the  New  York  TrUmne,  in  a  letter  from 
a  correspondent  at  Buffalo,  dated  Oct.  16,  1858.  It  is  said  to  have  been  taken 
from  an  old  newspaper  in  possession  of  Hr.  Flacide,  and  if  not  genuine,  it  is 
atleast  ben  trocato. 

"  /,  Felix  Maguire,  first  master  of  the  fist  in  the  Kingdom  of  Ireland,  tutor 
to  the  noted  Mr.  Holmes,  who  has  fought  the  celebrated  Mr.  Figg  this  season 
with  general  applause,  the  last  of  which  battles  I  was  engaged  with  him  my- 
self, whereas  I  hit  the  said  Mr.  Figg  on  the  belly  and  gave  him  other  con- 
vincing proof  of  my  Judgment  therein,  on  Wednesday,  the  11th  instant,  when, 
contrary  to  all  expectation,  Mrs.  Stokes,  styled  the  invincible,  matchless,  un- 
conquerable city  championess,  took  on  her  to  condemn  the  method  of  Mr. 
Holmes'  displaying  his  skiU  before  a  grand  appearance  assembled,  which, 
with  regret,  I  was  obliged  to  hear,  and  in  regard  that  said  gentleman  waft 
my  pupil,  I  so  far  resent  it  that  I  hereby  invite  Mr.  James  Stokes,  together 
with  the  said  Elizabeth,  his  wife,  at  their  own  seat  of  valor,  and  at  the  time 
appointed,  to  face  and  fight  me  and  a  woman  I  have  trained  up  to  the  science 
from  her  infancy,  one  of  my  own  country,  and  who  I  doubt  not  will  as  far 
exceed  Mrs.  Stokes  as  she  is  said  to  have  done  those  she  has  hitherto  beeD 
oonoemed  with." 
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ohaiBcter.  But  there  is  a  large  proportion  of  the  Greek  vocabu- 
laiy  whoee  deriyation  is  very  obscure,  and  though  the  perpetoal 
habit  of  forming  words  at  wSl  must  have  drawn  the  attention  of 
the  Greeks  to  the  composite  character  of  their  yocables,  and  to 
the  sources  of  figoratiYe  and  abstract  words,  and  of  terms  of  art 
drawn  from  humble  and  familiar  roote,  yet  such  speculations  do 
not  seem  to  have  been  systematically  followed,  nor  does  the  man- 
ner in  which  Greek  autliors  use  established  compounds  often  be- 
tray any  consciousness  of  their  origin. 

The  etymology  of  words  compounded  of  very  familiar  roots 
wiU  no  doubt  often  occur  to  those  who  use  them.  The  word 
€team-bocU  is  very  apt  to  suggest  the  notion  of  the  agency  by 
which  such  vessels  are  propelled,  and  the  boy  who  asks  for  ffirir 
ffer^ead,  the  ambrosial  cate  of  rustic  life,  is  reminded  by  its  very 
name  of  the  characteristic  ingredient  which  enters  into  the  com- 
position of  that  delicacy.  But  long  use  deadens  us  to  the  suscep- 
tibility of  such  images,  and  if  the  source  of  a  word  is  in  the  least 
unfamiliar,  it  habitually  passes  unnoticed.  I  have  heard  a  distin- 
guished poet  say  that  tlie  Latin  imago  first  suggested  itself  to 
him  as  the  root  of  the  English  word  imoffmation^  when,  after 
having  been  ten  years  a  versifier,  he  was  asked  by  a  friend  to  de- 
fine  this  most  important  term  in  the  critical  vocabulary  of  his 
art 

To  come  down  to  later  times,  and  a  remote  but  cognate  people, 
we  find  in  the  early  literature  of  Iceland  a  historical  work  of  un- 
certain authorship,  but  probably  of  the  twelfth  century,  entitled 
Njdla,  the  saga  or  biography  of  Njdll,  a  work  betraying  no  evi- 
dence of  classical  or  other  foreign  linguistic  knowledge,  and  most 
certainly  bearing  no  analogy  to  any  known  model  of  composition 
in  any  other  language,  but  which,  as  an  example  of  pure  stylistic 
excellence,  may  fairly  be  pronounced  altogether  unsurpassed  by 
any  existing  monument  in  the  narrative  department  of  any  liter- 
ature ancient  or  modem. 

Scarcely  less  conclusive  on  this  point  is  the  example  of  Shake- 
speare. We  cannot  indeed  positively  deny  that  the  great  drama- 
tist  had  enjoyed  a  partial  scholastic  training,  yet  on  the  other  hand 
there  is  no  extraneous  proof  that  he  possessed  any  foreign  linguis- 
tic attainment,  and  the  attempt  to  infer  his  classical  education  from 
the  internal  evidence  of  his  works  is  simply  a  begging  of  the 
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question.  It  has  been  argued  that  Shakespeare  was  a  daasica. 
scholar,  because  Ben  Jonson  says  he  possessed  ^^  small  Latin  and 
less  Greek,"  while  another  contemporary  ascribes  to  him  "  little 
Latin  and  no  Greek."  HalliweU  thinks  he  certainly  knew  Italian, 
because  Manningham  compares  Twelfth  Night  to  an  Italian  pky 
called  Inganni.  But  such  proofs  as  these  are  even  feebler 
than  those  by  which  it  has  been  attempted  to  convict  him  of 
deer-stealing,  or  to  show,  now  that  he  was  a  cabin-boy,  now  an 
incipient  Lord  Chancellor.  So  far  as  concerns  the  facts  of  ancient 
and  modern  European  history  and  biography,  we  know  that  the 
English  reader  had,  through  translations,  abundant  means  of  ac- 
cess to  all  the  information  on  these  points  which  Shakespeare  dis- 
plays, and  in  an  age  when  prominent  writers  affected  Tjatinism  in 
style,  classical  turns  of  expression  were  too  common  in  English  to 
need  to  be  sought  in  the  dead  languages  alone.  The  supposition 
of  such  a  scholastic  training  as  even  a  very  moderate  acquaintance 
with  Latin  alone  implies,  is  at  variance  with  the  known  facts  of 
Shakespeare's  history ;  and  it  is  highly  improbable  that  a  young  man 
of  his  country  and  social  condition,  who  married  and  entered  upon 
the  duties  and  cares  of  active  life  at  the  age  of  eighteen,  could 
have  acquired  such  an  amount  of  philological  learning  as  percep- 
tibly to  affect  his  style  and  his  command  of  the  resources  of  his 
native  tongue.  We  are  then  fairly  entitled  to  class  hJTn  among 
the  men  of  one  speech,  until  stronger  evidence  shall  be  adduced 
than  has  yet  appeared  to  the  contrary. 

Even  "  learned "  Ben  Jonson  was  ignorant  of  French,  as  ap- 
pears from  his  Sonnet  addressed  to  Joshua  Sylvester;  and  not 
many  English  authors  have  possessed  a  more  attractive  or  more 
strictly  idiomatic  style,  not  many  have  exhibited  a  wider  variety 
of  expression,  than  Izaak  Walton,  but  Walton  had  no  #»1^flBical 
learning,  and  his  orthography,  hogoe*  for  haut  gout,  shows 
that  he  knew  as  little  of  French.  Our  American  Franklin  formed 
his  remarkable  style  by  the  assiduous  study  of  English  models, 
Wfore  he  had  any  acijuaintance  with  other  languages,  and  we 
have  had  in  our  own  times  an  illustrious  example  of  the  posses- 
sion of  an  excellent  style  and  a  very  wide  command  of  words, 
without  any  philological  attainment  whatever,  except  such  as  can 


*  Complmt  Angler,  edition  of  1653,  p.  160. 
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be  acquired  bj  tbe  study  of  the  English  tongae.  The  late  Hugh 
Miller,  to  whom  I  refer,  had  few  contemporaneous  superiors  as  a 
clear,  forcible,  accurate,  and  eloquent  writer,  and  he  uses  the  most 
cumbrous  Greek  compounds  as  freely  as  monosyllabic  English 
particles.  Yet  it  is  certain  that  he  was  whoUy  ignorant  of  all 
languages  but  that  in  which  he  wrote,  and  its  Korthem  provin- 
cial dialects. 

TV  hen  we  consider  the  wide  range  of  modem  intellectual  pur- 
suits, the  immense  accumulation  of  apparently  isolated  but  cer- 
tainly related  facts,  which  the  press  in  its  multiplied  forms  of  ac- 
tivity is  hourly  bringing  before  us,  the  vast  additions  to  even  our 
fireside  vocabulary  from  every  branch  of  natural  science,  every 
field  of  speculative  investigation,  it  is  easy  to  perceive  that  we  re- 
quire many  accessory  disciplines  to  make  us  thorough  masters 
even  of  the  dialect  of  ordinary  cultivated  society.  To  exemplify : 
though  the  terms  rruiihematica  and  metaphysics  are  themselves 
Greek,  yet  our  metaphysical  and  mathematical  nomenclatures  are, 
with  modified  meanings,  borrowed  chiefiy  from  the  Latin,  our  chem- 
ical from  the  Greek,  and  hxmdreds  of  words  have  been  introduced 
from  the  dialects  of  tiiese  studies  into  tiie  vocabulary  of  common  life, 
often  indeed  with  changes  or  qualifications  of  signification,  but  still 
retaining  much  of  tiieir  original  value.  Kow,  no  amount  of  classical 
knowledge  will  enable  us  to  comprehend  the  meaning  attached  to 
most  of  these  words  in  the  modern  vocabulary.  Hydrogen  ^xAoxy^ 
genj  meiooene  sjidjoleioceney  are  modern  compounds  of  Greek  roots, 
but  however  familiar  their  radicals,  these  terms  would  no  more 
explain  themselves  to  the  intelligence  of  a  Greek,  than  to  an  un- 
lettered Englishman.  Their  scientific  signification  must  be  sought 
in  scientific  treatises,  and  the  etymology  of  such  words  is  of  no 
importance  as  a  guide  to  their  meaning,  though  as  a  remembrancer, 
it  may  be  of  some  value.*  We  cannot  learn  all  words  through 
other  words.  There  is  a  large  and  rapidly  increasing  part  of  all 
modem  vocabularies,  which  can  be  comprehended  only  by  the 
observation  of  nature,  scientific  experiment,  in  short  by  the  study 
of  things,  and  therefore  Goethe  might  have  said,  with  greater 
truth,  ^^He  that  is  imbued  with  no  scientific  culture  has  no 
knowledge  of  his  mother-tongue." 

♦  See  Lecture  ix. 
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It  mnst,  nevertheless,  be  admitted  that  a  knowledge  of  certain 
other  philologies  is  a  highly  useful  auxiliary  in  the  study  of  our 
own.  Indeed,  so  important  are  such  studies,  and  so  few  are  they 
who  will  seriously  set  themselves  about  the  investigation  of  the 
structural  laws  of  the  English  tongue,  with  such  seemingly  inad- 
equate helps  alone  as  it  offers  to  facilitate  the  researches  of  the 
native  inquirer,  that  in  laying  down  general  plans  of  education,  a 
course  of  foreign  philology  and  literature  has  been  usually  pre- 
scribed, avowedly  as  a  collateral  means  of  instruction  in  English 
grammar  and  syntax,  rather  thaa  as  an  independent  discipline. 

There  are  two  languages,  which,  considered  simply  as  philolog- 
ical aids  to  the  student  of  English,  must  take  precedence,  the  one 
as  having  contributed  most  largely  to  our  vocabulary  and  built  up 
the  framework  of  our  speech,  the  other,  both  as  having  somewhat 
influenced  the  structure  of  English,  and  as  being  in  itself  a  sort 
of  embodiment  of  um'versal  grammar,  a  materialization,  I  might 
almost  say  a  petrification,  of  the  radical  principles  of  articulate 
language.     These  are  the  Anglo-Saxon  and  the  Latin  tongues. 

When  an  intelligent  foreigner  conmiences  the  study  of  EngliRh, 
he  finds  every  page  sprinkled  with  words  whose  form  unequivo- 
cally betrays  a  Greek  or  Latin  origin,  and  he  observes  that  these 
terms  are  words  belonging  to  the  dialect  of  the  learned  profes- 
sions, of  theological  discussion,  of  criticism,  of  elegant  art,  of 
moral  and  intellectual  philosophy,  of  abstract  science  and  of  the 
various  branches  of  natural  knowledge.  He  discovers  that  the 
words  which  he  recognizes  as  Greek  and  Latin  and  French  have 
dropped  those  inflections  which,  in  their  native  use,  were  indis- 
pensable to  their  intelligibility  and  grammatical  significance ;  that 
the  mutual  relations  of  vocables  and  the  sense  of  the  English  pe- 
riod are  much  more  often  determined  by  the  position  of  the 
words  than  by  their  form,  and  in  short  that  the  sentence  is  built 
up  upon  structural  principles  wholly  alien  to  those  of  the  classical 
languages,  and  compacted  and  held  together  by  a  class  of  words 
either  unknown  or  very  much  less  used  in  those  tongues.  He 
finds  that  very  many  of  the  native  monosyllables  are  mere  deter- 
minatives, particles,  auxiliaries,  and  relatives ;  and  he  can  hardly 
fail  to  infer  that  all  the  intellectual  part  of  our  speech,  all  that 
concerns  our  highest  spiritual  and  temporal  interests,  is  of  alien 
birth,  and  that  only  the  merest  machinery  of  grammar  has  been 
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derived  from  a  native  sonrce.  Fnriher  study  woidd  teach  him 
that  he  had  overrated  the  importance  and  relative  amoxmt  of  the 
foreign  ingredients ;  that  many  of  onr  seemingly  insignificant  and 
barbarous  consonantal  monosyUablee  are  pregnant  with  the  might- 
iest thoughts,  and  alive  with  the  deepest  feeling ;  that  the  lan- 
guage of  the  purposes  and  the  affections,  of  the  will  and  of  the  heart, 
is  genuine  English-bom ;  that  the  dialect  of  the  market  and  the 
fireside  is  Anglo^axon ;  that  the  vocabulary  of  the  most  impres- 
save  and  effective  pulpit  orators  has  been  almost  wholly  drawn 
from  the  same  pure'  source ;  that  the  advocate  who  would  con- 
vince the  technical  judge,  or  dazzle  and  confuse  the  jury,  speaks 
Latin ;  while  he  who  would  touch  the  better  sensibilities  of  his 
audience,  or  rouse  the  multitude  to  vigorous  action,  chooses  his 
words  from  the  native  speech  of  our  ancient  fatherland ;  that  the 
domestic  tongue  is  the  language  of  passion  and  persuasion,  the 
foreign,  of  authority,  or  of  rhetoric  aud  debate ;  that  we  may  not 
only  frame  single  sentences,  but  speak  for  hours,  without  em- 
ploying a  single  imported  word ;  and  finally  that  we  possess  the 
entire  volume  of  divine  revelation  in  the  truest,  dearest,  aptest 
form  in  which  human  ingenuity  has  made  it  accessible  to  modem 
man,  and  yet  with  a  vocabulary,  wherein,  saving  proper  names 
and  terms  not  in  their  nature  translatable,  scarce  seven  words  in 
the  hundred  are  derived  from  any  foreign  source. 

In  fact,  so  complete  is  the  Anglo-Saxon  in  itself,  and  so  much 
of  its  original  independence  is  still  inherited  by  the  modem  Eng- 
lish, that  if  we  could  but  recover  its  primitive  flexibility  and  plas- 
tic power,  we  might  discard  the  adventitious  aids  and  ornaments 
which  we  have  borrowed  from  the  heritage  of  Greece  and  Rome, 
supply  the  place  of  foreign  by  domestic  compounds,  and  clothe 
again  our  thoughts  and  our  feelings  exclusively  in  a  garb  of  native, 
living,  organic  growth. 

Such  then  being  the  relations  between  Anglo-Saxon  and  mod- 
em English,  it  can  need  no  argument  to  show  that  the  study  of 
onr  ancient  mother-tongue  is  an  important,  I  may  say  an  essential, 
part  of  a  complete  English  education,  and  though  it  is  neither 
possible,  nor  in  any  way  desirable,  to  reject  the  alien  constituents 
of  the  language,  and,  in  a  spirit  of  unenlightened  and  fanatical 
purism,  thoroughly  to  Anglicise  our  speech,  yet  there  is  abundant 
reason  to  hope  that  we  may  recover,  and  reincorporate  into  oui 
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oommon  Anglican  dialect,  many  a  gem  of  rich  poetic  wealth  that 
now  lies  buried  in  more  forgotten  depths  than  even  those  of 
Chaucer's  "  well  of  English  undefiled." 

«  The  value  of  Anglo-Saxon  as  a  branch  of  English  philology  is 
most  familiar  in  its  relations  to  our  etymology,  and  its  importance 
as  an  auxiliary  in  the  study  of  EnglifiJi  syntax  is  far  less  obyious, 
though  not  less  real  But  the  structure  of  the  language  is  too  in- 
artificial to  be  of  much  use  as  an  instrument  of  grammatical 

So  far  as  respects  English  or  any  other  nninflected  speech,  a 
knowledge  of  grammar  is  rather  a  matter  of  convenience  as  a 
nomenclature,  a  medium  of  thought  and  discussion  about  lan- 
guage, than  a  guide  to  the  actual  use  of  it,  and  it  is  as  impossible 
to  acquire  the  complete  command  of  our  own  tongue  by  the  study 
of  grammatical  precept,  as  to  learn  to  walk  or  swim  by  attending 
a  course  of  lectures  on  anatomy.*    I  shall  show  more  fully  on  an- 

*  As  these  Lectures  are  now  offered  to  a  wider  pnbUc  than  that  to  which 
they  were  originally  addressed,  I  cannot  help  introducing  here  a  few  remarks 
that  may  not  be  inappropriate  under  the  present  circumstances.  Probably  no 
country  in  the  world  has  ever  drawn  so  largely  on  its  material  and  moral  re- 
sources for  the  purpose  of  advancing  the  edoiation  of  its  people,  as  has  our 
own.  Not  to  speak  of  the  higher  institutions  of  learning,  our  common  public 
schools  have  long  been  a  source  of  national  pride,  and  have  deservedly  called 
forth  the  warmest  sympathies  and  the  best  energies  of  many  of  our  most  pa- 
triotic and  enlightened  citizens.  Examining  Boards  have  been  established  in 
order,  as  far  as  possible,  to  secure  competent  teachers,  and  I  am  assured  that 
the  persons  who  present  themselves  before  these  Boards  are,  as  a  general  rule, 
found  to  be  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  best  manuals  of  English  grammar, 
and  perfectly  capable  of  teaching  English  syntax  correctly.  Yet  many  of 
these  same  persons,  when  installed  as  teachers,  will  commit,  in  the  very  pres- 
ence of  the  pupils  to  whom  their  example  is  so  important,  flagrant  violations 
of  the  commonest  rules  of  good  speaking.  They  will  analyze  and  parse  without 
fault  a  difficult  passage  of  Milton,  and,  in  the  very  process,  use  phrases  in 
which  even  the  verb  and  its  nominative  are  at  open  war.  This  is  perfectly 
natural  in  the  case  of  young  persons  possessing  more  book  instruction  than 
does  the  family  circle  to  which  they  belong  and  in  which  they  live.  They 
speak  as  they  have  learned  to  speak  in  infancy  and  childhood,  and  no  amount 
of  grammatical  or  elocutionary  knowledge  will  enable  them  to  overcome  their 
early  habits,  unless  they  aro  subjected  to  a  cai^ul  special  training  expressly  for 
that  purpose — a  training  which  example  alone  can  make  reaUy  effectuaL  Now  in 
a  country  like  ours.  wher>e  patriotism,  as  well  as  higher  considerations,  should 
make  us  eamet»tly  desin^  that  every  new  generation  may  surpass  its  precursor 
in  khowKxli^".  is  it  not  mi^st  impi^rtant  that  such  special  training  should  ba 
firovidcd  for  in  all  our  Normal  schools,  and  in  such  other  institutions  as  ai« 
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other  occasion,*  that  when  langnage  had  been,  to  use  an  expres* 
sive  Gallicism,  once  regi/merUed^  and  inBtmction  had  grown  into 
an  art,  grammar  was  held  with  the  Greeks,  and  probably  also 
with  the  Komans,  so  elementary  a  discipline,  that  a  certain 
amount  of  knowledge  of  it  was  considered  a  necessary  prelimi- 
nary step  towards  learning  to  read  and  write;  bnt  in  English, 
grammar  has  little  nse  except  to  systematize,  and  make  matter  of 
objective  consideration,  the  knowledge  we  have  acquired  by  a 
very  different  process.  It  has  not  been  observed  in  any  modem 
literature,  that  persons  devoted  chiefly  to  grammatical  studies  are 
remarkable  for  any  peculiar  excellence,  or  even  accuracy,  of  style, 
and  the  true  method  of  attaining  perfection  in  the  use  of  English 
is  the  careful  study  of  the  actual  practice  of  the  best  writers  in 
the  English  tongue. 

"Another  will  say,"  argues  Sir  Philip  Sidney  in  his  Defence 
of  Foesie,  "that  English  wanteth  grammar.  Kay,  truly,  it  hath 
that  praise  that  it  wants  not  grammar ;  for  grammar  it  might 
have,  but  needs  it  not,  being  so  easie  in  itself e,  and  so  void  of  those 
cumbersome  differences  of  cases,  genders,  moods  and  tenses, 
which  I  think  was  a  piece  of  the  tower  of  Babylon's  curse,  that  a 
man  should  be  put  to  schoole  to  leame  his  mother-tongue.  But 
for  the  uttering  sweetly  and  properly  the  conceit  of  the  minde, 
which  is  the  ende  of  speech,  that  it  hath  equally  with  any  other 
tongue  in  the  world."  The  forms  of  English  are  so  few,  its  syn- 
tax so  simple,  that  they  are  learned  by  use  before  the  age  of  com- 
mencing scholastic  study,  and  what  remains  to  be  acquired  be- 
longs rather  to  the  department  of  rhetoric  than  of  grammar. 
"  Undoubtedly  I  have  found,"  observes  Sidney  further,  "  in  divers 
smal  learned  courtiers  a  more  sound  stile  than  in  some  possessors 
of  learning ;  of  which  I  can  ghesse  no  other  cause,  but  that  the 


particalarly  designed  to  fit  their  alnmni  to  become  professional  instructors  ? 
And  would  it  not  be  well  to  employ  for  this  purpose,  not  a  mere  technical 
grammarian  and  elocutionist,  but  rather  some  weU-educated  lady  or  gentleman 
accustomed  to  hear  and  to  speak  the  best  English  from  childhood,  and  whose 
duty  it  should  be  to  correct  the  habitual  daily  language  of  the  pupils  ?  These 
oorrectlona  should  include  not  merely  all  granmiatical  errors,  but  also  all  those 
indegancies  of  expression,  of  enunciation,  and  of  intonation  which  are  now 
seriously  threatening  to  characterize  our  speech  as  a  nation. 

*  See  poH,  Lecture  xiz. 
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courtier,  following  that  which  by  practice  he  findeth  fittest  to  nar 
ture,  therein  (though  he  know  it  not)  doth  acoardmff  to  art, 
though  not  hy  art ;  where  the  other  using  art  to  shew  art,  and 
not  hide  art,  (as  in  these  cases  he  should  doe,)  flieth  from  nature, 
and  indeed  abuseth  art"  * 

"Upon  questions  of  construction  in  inflected  languages,  where 
every  thing  depends  on  simple  verbal  form,  appeal  is  made  to  the 
sense  of  sight  if  the  period  is  vmtten,  to  that  of  hearing  if  pro- 
nounced, and  the  meaning  is  often  determined  by  no  higher 
faculties  than  those  concerned  in  the  comparison  of  mere  material 
and  sensuous  objects.  In  English,  on  the  contrary,  although  we 
have  fixed  laws  of  position,  yet  as  position  does  by  no  means 
necessarily  conform  to  the  order  of  thought,  and  nothing  in  the 
forms  indicates  the  grammatical  connection  of  the  words,  there  is 
a  constant  intellectual  effort  to  detect  the  purely  logical  relationfl 
of  the  constituents  of  the  period,  to  consider  the  words  in  their 
essence  not  in  their  accidents,  to  divine  the  syntax  from  the  sense, 
not  infer  it  from  casual  endings,  and  hence  it  may  be  fairly  said, 
that  the  construction  and  comprehension  of  an  English  sentence 
demand  and  suppose  the  exercise  of  higher  mental  powers  than 
are  required  for  the  framing  or  understanding  of  a  proposition  in 
Latin. 

Nevertheless,  a  clear  objective  conception  and  comprehension 
of  the  general  principles  of  syntax  is  very  desirable,  and  this  can. 
hanlly  be  obtained  except  by  the  presentation  of  them  in  a 
materialized,  and,  so  to  speak,  visible  shape.  To  the  knowledge 
of  gnimmar  as  a  science,  and  therefore  to  a  scientific  comprehension 
of  Englisli  grammar,  as  well  as  of  the  general  principles  of  lan- 
giKigo,  the  study  of  some  tongue  organized  with  a  gross  and  pal- 
pable machinery  is  requisite,  and  the  laws  of  syntax  must  be  illus- 
trated by  exhibiting  tiieir  application  in  a  more  tangible  form 
than  can  be  exemplified  in  a  language  so  destitute  of  infiections, 
and  so  simple,  and  consequently  so  subtie,  in  its  combinations  as 
tlio  English. 

This  ad\'untage,  or,  for  it  is  very  doubtful  whether  it  is  an  ad- 

•  The  Greeks  had  a  proTerbial  aayinji^ :  aua0i<rrepcv  ^paaow  jca2  caficrtpcv, 
*  8[>eak  less  learnedly  and  plainer/'  which  may  well  be  implied  to  the  style  of 
miwt  i>er»on9  devototi  to  the  study  of  grammar. 
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vantage  tOrthoee  who  use  the  language  possessing  it,  this  con- 
venience rather,  as  an  educational  engine,  is  eminently  character- 
ifitic  of  Latin.  The  vocabulary  of  the  Latin  is  neither  copious 
nor  precise,  its  forms  are  intricate  and  inflexible,  and  its  litera- 
ture,  as  compared  with  that  of  Greece,  exhibits  the  inferiority 
which  belongs  to  all  imitative  composition.  But  in  the  regularity, 
precision,  and  distinctness  of  its  inflections  and  structure,  it  atones 
for  much  of  the  indefinite  mistinefifl  of  its  vocables,  and  it  is  an 
admirable  lingmstic  machine  for  the  manufacture  of  the  coarser 
wares  of  intellectual  produce  and  consumption.  For  the  expres- 
sion of  technicalities,  the  narration  of  marches  and  battles,  the  de- 
scription of  sieges  and  slaughters,  the  enunciation  of  positive 
rules  of  pecimiary  right,  the  promulgation  of  dictatorial  ordi- 
nances and  pontifical  bulls,  Latin  is  eminently  fitted.    Its  words 

are  always 

Sic  vole,  sic  jubeo,  stet  pro  ratione  voluntas : 

and  it  is  almost  as  much  by  the  imperatorial  character  of  the  lan- 
guage itself — the  speech  of  masters,  not  of  men — as  by  the  com- 
manding position  of  the  people  to  whom  it  was  vernacular,  and 
of  the  church  which  sagaciously  adopted  it,  that  it  has  so  power- 
fully influenced  the  development  and  the  existing  tendencies  of 
all  modem  European  tongues,  even  of  those  which  have  borrowed 
the  fewest  words  from  it.* 

*  The  power  of  Rome  was  a  more  widely  diffused,  pervading,  and  all-inf  onn- 
ing  element  in  the  ancient  world,  than  written  history  alone  would  authorize  us 
to  infer,  and  we  find  traces  of  her  language,  as  well  as  amazing  evidences  of  hor 
material  greatness  and  splendor,  in  provinces  which  we  should  scarcely  other- 
wise know  that  her  legions  had  overrun.  Not  Roman  coins  only,  which  com- 
merce might  have  borne  farther  than  her  eagles  ever  flew,  but  fortified  camps, 
forums,  roads,  temples,  inscriptions,  throughout  almost  the  whole  Mediter- 
ranean basin  as  well  as  the  Atlantic  slope  of  the  Eastern  continent,  everywhere 
attest  her  power ;  whUe  paluces,  theatres,  aqueducts,  baths,  buried  statues  and 
scattered  gems,  prove  that  her  taste  and  luxury  had  spread  from  the  banks  of 
the  Elbe  to  the  sands  of  the  Libyan  Desert.  The  presence,  however,  of  remains 
of  the  Latin  language  and  of  Roman  art  is  not  always  to  be  regarded  as  proof 
of  the  actual  subjugation  of  the  countries  where  such  relics  are  found.  With 
the  view  partly  of  familiarizing  those  whose  conquest  she  meditated  with  her 
laws,  institutions,  and  manners,  and  thus  preparing  them  for  the  yoke  they 
were  destined  to  wear,  and  partly  of  facilitating  such  conquests  by  demoraliz- 
ing the  scions  of  royal  and  noble  families,  whose  claim  upon  the  loyal  attach- 
ment of  their  people  was  one  of  the  great  barriers  against  the  extension  of  her 
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The  Latin  grammar  has  become  a  general  standard,  wherewith 
to  compare  that  of  all  other  languages,  the  medium  through  which 
all  the  nations  of  Christendom  have  become  acquainted  with  the 
structure  and  the  philosophy  of  their  own ;  and  technical  gram- 
mar, the  mechanical  combinations  of  language,  can  be  nowhere 
else  more  advantageously  studied. 

While  then  the  study  of  Anglo-Saxon  and  of  the  older  literar 
ture  of  English  itself  promises  the  most  abundant  harvest  of  in- 
formation with  respect  to  the  etymology  of  the  fundamental  part 
of  our  present  speech,  and  an  inexhaustible  mine  of  material  for 
the  further  enrichment  of  our  native  tongue,  we  must,  in  spite  of 
the  close  analogy  between  the  syntax  of  primitive  and  modem 
English,  and  the  great  diversity  between  that  of  the  latter  and  of 
Latin,  still  turn  to  the  speech  and  literature  of  Bome  as  the  great 
source  of  scientific  grammatical  instruction. 

The  Mcoso-Gothic,  both  intrinsically  and  as  being  the  earliest 
form  in  which  considerable  remains  of  any  dialect  cognate  with 
our  own  have  come  down  to  us,  is  of  much  philological  interest 
and  importance.  We  have  extant  in  Mceso-Grothic  a  large  pro- 
portion of  a  translation  of  the  gospels  and  episties  by  TJlphilas, 
(a  semi-Arian  bishop  of  that  nation  in  the  fourth  century,)  por- 
tions of  commentaries  on  different  parts  of  the  Kew  Testament, 
and  some  other  less  important  fragments.* 

It  is  a  point  of  dispute  how  far  any  of  the  later  Teutonic  dia- 
lects can  claim  direct  descent  from  the  Moeso-Grothic,  but  it  is 
certain  that  it  is  very  closely  allied  to  all  of  them,  and  scarcely 
any  modem  Germanic  forms  are  too  diverse  from  that  ancient 
tongue  to  have  been  derived  from  it.  In  variety  of  inflection 
and  power  of  derivation  and  composition,  in  the  possession  of  a 
dual  and  of  certain  passive  forms,  and  in  abundance  of  radical 

sway,  it  was  the  policy  of  Rome  to  train  up  at  the  capital,  either  as  hostages 
or  as  national  guests,  as  many  foreign  princes  and  other  high-bom  youths  as 
could  be  gathered  from  dependent  and  allied  countries.  Returning  to  their 
fatherland,  they  carried  with  them  the  speech,  the  arts,  and  often  the  artisans 
of  their  proud  nurse,  and  thus  many  existing  remains,  of  apparently  Roman 
architecture,  are  doubtless  imitations  of  Roman  buildings,  erected  by  native 
potentates  who  had  acquired  a  taste  for  Roman  life  on  the  banks  Qf  the  Tiber. 

*  According  to  Stamm  there  once  existed  a  translation  of  the  whole  of  the 
^Id  Testament  in  that  dialect 
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words  which  famifih  an  inexhaustible  material  for  development 
and  culture,  the  Moaso-Gothic  bears  a  certain  resemblance  to  the 
Greek ;  while  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  identified  as  a  Germanic 
speech  by  the  character  of  its  radicals,  almost  all  of  which  jet 
exist  in  tiie  Teutonic  languages,  by  its  want  of  any  verbal  tenses 
but  the  present  and  the  past,  by  the  co-existence  of  a  very  com- 
plete system  of  vowel-changes  in  a  strong,  with  a  well-marked 
weak,  order  of  inflection,  and  by  general  syntactical  principles.* 

The  Scandinavian  languages,  the  Swedish  and  Danish,  and 
especially  their  common  mother  the  Icelandic  or  Old-Korthern, 
the  Frisic — ^which,  in  some  of  its  great  multitude  of  dialects^ 
perhaps  more  than  any  other  language,  resembles  the  English — 
the  Dutch,  and  the  Gtjrman,  particularly  in  the  Platt-Deutsch  or 
Low  German  form,  are  all  of  great  value  to  the  thorough  etymo- 
logical and  grammatical  study  of  our  native  tongue. 

They  are  important,  not  so  much  as  having  largely  contributed 
to  the  vocabulary  or  greatly  influenced  the  grammatical  struc- 
ture of  English,  but  because,  in  the  poverty  of  accessible  remains 
of  Anglo-Saxon  literature  in  different  and  especially  in  early 
stages  of  linguistic  development,  we  do  not  possess  satisfactory 
means  of  fully  tracing  the  history  of  the  Gothic  portion  of  our 
language.  There  are  very  many  English  words  and  phrases 
whose  forms  show  them  to  be  Saxon,  but  which  do  not  occur  in 
Anglo-Saxon  manuscripts.  These  may  generally  be  explained  or 
elucidated  by  reference  to  the  sister-tongues,  and  consequently 
some  knowledge  of  them  is  almost  as  useful  to  the  English  stu- 
dent as  Anglo-Saxon  itself.  I  should  unhesitatingly  place  the 
Icelandic  at  the  head  of  these  subsidiary  philologies,  because^ 
from  its  dose  relationship  to  Anglo-Saxon,  it  furnishes  more 
abundant  analogies  for  the  illustration  of  obscure  English  ety- 
mological and  syntactical  forms  than  any  other  of  the  cognate 

*  It  is  a  question  of  cnrioTis  interest  whether  those  Crimean  Goths,  whom 
the  AusMm  ambassador,  Busbequius,  saw  at  Constantinople  about  the  middle 
of  the  sixteenth  century,  and  of  whose  yocabnlary  he  has  given  us  some  scanty 
epecAmeaa  in  his  fourth  letter,  were  of  M(BSo-Gk)thic  descent.  It  is  difficult  to 
account  for  their  presence  in  that  locality  upon  any  other  supposition,  but  the 
few  wards  of  their  language  left  us  by  Busbequius  do  not  enable  us  positively 
to  determine  to  what  branch  of  the  €k)thic  stock  their  linguistic  affinities 
would  point. 

4* 
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tongaes.*  It  is  but  recentlj  that  the  great  value  of  loelandio 
philology  has  become  known  to  the  other  branches  of  the  Gk>thic 
stock,  and  one  familiar  with  the  treasures  of  that  remarkable 
literature,  and  the  wealth,  power,  and  flexibility  of  the  language 
which  embodies  it,  sees  occasion  to  regret  the  want  of  a  thorough 
knowledge  of  it  in  English  and  American  granmiatical  writers, 
more  frequently  than  of  any  other  attainment  whatever. 

French,  of  course,  is  of  cardinal  importance,  both  with  refer- 
ence to  the  history  of  our  granmiatical  inflections,  and  as  having 
contributed,  though  chiefly  as  a  conduit,  much  more  largely  to 
our  vocabulary  than  any  other  foreign  source.  The  Engliflli 
words  usually  referred  to  a  Latin  original,  have,  in  a  large  major- 
ity of  cases,  come  to  us  through  the  French,  and  we  have  taken 
them  with  the  modifications  of  orthography  and  meaning  which 
our  Korman  neighbors  had  impressed  upon  them.  The  syntax 
of  English,  in  its  best  estate,  has  been  little  affected  by  IVench 
influence,  and  few  grammatical  combinations  of  Eomance  origin 
have  been  permanently  approved  and  employed  by  good  English 
writers.  Every  Gallicism  in  syntax  is  presumably  a  corruption ; 
but  Norman  French  itself,  as  known  to  our  ancestors,  had  been 
much  modified  by  an  infusion  of  the  Scandinavian  element,  and 
therefore,  forms  of  speech  which  we  have  borrowed  from  the 
French  are  sometimes  referable,  in  the  last  resort,  to  a  Gk>thio 
source. 

I  cannot  speak  of  even  Greek  as  being  of  any  such  value,  in 

*  English  philologists  formerly  ascribed  perhaps  too  much  to  the  Scandina- 
vian Gothic  as  an  element  in  the  structure  and  composition  of  Anglo-Saxon, 
and  more  recent  inquirers  have  erred  as  widely,  in  denying  that  early  Eng* 
lish  was  sensibly  modified  by  the  same  influence.  The  dialects  of  Northern 
England,  where  the  population  partakes  in  greater  proportion  of  Danish 
blood,  show  a  large  infusion  of  Scandinavian  words  and  forms,  and  many 
of  these  have  become  incorporated  into  the  general  speech  of  Britain.  The 
written  Anglo-Saxon  and  Old-Northern  certainly  do  not  resemble  each  other 
so  closely  as  to  render  it  probable  that  they  could  have  been  mutually  intel- 
ligible to  those  who  spoke  them  ;  and  we  find  that  by  the  old  Icelandic  law 
the  representatives  of  Englishmen  dying  in  Iceland  were  expressly  cxduded 
from  the  right  of  inheritance,  as  foreigners,  of  an  unknown  speech,  f>elr 
menn  er  menn  kunna  eigi  h^r  m&li  eiSr  tiSngu  viiS.  At  the 
same  time,  it  appears  abundantly  from  the  sagas  that  the  Old-Northern  was 
well  understood  among  the  higher  circles  in  England,  and  the  Icelandic 
skalds  or  bards  were  specially  welcome  at  the  English  court 
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reference  to  English  grammar  or  etymology,  as  to  make  its  ao- 
qnisition  a  well-«pent  labor,  unless  it  is  pursued  for  other  pur- 
poses than  those  of  domestic  philology.  But  that  I  may  not  be 
misunderstood,  let  me  repeat  that,  so  far  from  dissuading  from 
the  study  of  Greek  as  a  branch  of  general  education,  I  do  but 
echo  the  uniyersal  opinion  of  all  persons  competent  to  pronounce 
on  the  subject,  in  expressing  my  own  conviction  that  the  lan- 
guage and  literature  of  ancient  Greece  constitute  the  most  efS- 
cient  instrument  of  mental  training  ever  enjoyed  by  man ;  and 
that  a  familiarity  with  that  wonderful  speech,  ite  poetry,  its  phi- 
losophy,  its  eloquence,  and  the  history  it  embalms,  is  incompara- 
bly the  most  valuable  of  intellectual  possessions.  The  grammar 
of  the  Greek  language  is  much  more  flexible,  more  tolerant  of 
aberration,  less  ri^d  in  its  requirements,  than  the  Latin.  The 
varium  et  mutabile  semper  femina,  of  the  Latin 
poet,  for  example,  is  so  rare  an  instance  of  apparent  want  of 
concord,  that  it  startles  us  as  abnormal,  while  similar,  and  even 
wider  grammatical  discrepancies,  are  of  constant  occurrence  in 
Greek.  The  precision  which  the  regularity  of  Latin  syntax 
gives  to  a  period,  the  Greek  more  completely  and  clearly  accom- 
plishes by  the  nicety  with  which  individual  words  are  defined  in 
meaning ;  and  while  the  Latin  trains  us  to  be  good  grammarians, 
the  Greek  elevates  us  to  the  highest  dignity  of  manhood,  by  mak- 
ing us  acute  and  powerful  thinkers. 

Nothing  could  well  have  been  more  surprising  than  the  dis- 
covery that  the  ancient  Sanscrit  exhibits  unequivocal  evidence  of 
close  relationship  to  the  Greek  and  Latin,  as  well  as  to  the  mod- 
em Romance  and  the  Gothic  languages,  in  both  grammar  and 
vocabulary,  and  these  analogies  have  served  to  establish  a  general 
alliance  between  a  great  number  of  tongues  formerly  supposed  to 
be  wholly  unrelated.  When  linguistic  science  shall  be  farther 
advanced,  the  Sanscrit  will  probably  in  a  great  measure  supersede 
the  Latin  as  the  common  standard  of  grammatical  comparison 
among  the  European  tongues,  vnth  the  additional  advantage  of 
standing  much  more  nearly  in  one  relation  both  to  the  Gothic 
and  the  Komance  dialects.  But  at  present,  Sanscrit  is  accessible 
only  to  the  fewest,  and  the  English  student  can  hardly  be  advised, 
as  a  general  rule,  to  look  beyond  the  sources  from  which  our  ma- 
ternal speech  is  directly  derived,  for  illustrations  either  of  its 
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oommon  Anglican  dialect,  many  a  gem  of  rich  poetic  wealth  that 
now  lies  buried  in  more  forgotten  depths  than  even  those  of 
Chaucer's  "  well  of  English  undefiled." 

«  The  value  of  Anglo-Saxon  as  a  branch  of  English  philology  is 
most  familiar  in  its  relations  to  our  etymology,  and  its  importance 
as  an  auxiliary  in  the  study  of  Englii^  syntax  is  far  less  obyions, 
though  not  less  real  But  the  structure  of  the  language  is  too  in- 
artificial to  be  of  much  use  as  an  instrument  of  grammatical 
discipline. 

So  far  as  respects  English  or  any  other  uninflected  speech,  a 
knowledge  of  grammar  is  rather  a  matter  of  convenience  as  a 
nomenclature,  a  medium  of  thought  and  discussion  aiotU  lan- 
guage, than  a  guide  to  the  actual  use  of  it,  and  it  is  as  impossible 
to  acquire  the  complete  command  of  our  own  tongue  by  the  study 
of  grammatical  precept,  as  to  learn  to  walk  or  swim  by  attending 
a  course  of  lectures  on  anatomy.*    I  shall  show  more  fully  on  an- 

*  As  these  Lectures  are  now  offered  to  a  wider  pubUc  than  that  to  which 
they  were  originally  addressed,  I  cannot  help  introducing  here  a  few  remarks 
that  may  not  be  inappropriate  under  the  present  circumstances.  Probably  no 
country  in  the  world  has  ever  drawn  so  largely  on  its  material  and  moral  le- 
•ources  for  the  purpose  of  advancing  the  edoaation  of  its  people,  as  has  our 
own.  Not  to  speak  of  the  higher  institutions  of  learning,  our  common  public 
schools  have  long  been  a  source  of  national  pride,  and  have  deservedly  called 
forth  the  warmest  sympathies  and  the  best  energies  of  many  of  our  most  pa- 
triotic and  enlightened  citizens.  Examining  Boards  have  been  established  in 
order,  as  far  as  possible,  to  secure  competent  teachers,  and  I  am  assured  that 
the  persons  who  present  themselves  before  these  Boards  are,  as  a  general  rule, 
found  to  be  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  best  manuals  of  English  grammar, 
and  perfectly  capable  of  teaching  English  syntax  correctly.  Yet  many  of 
these  same  persons,  when  installed  as  teachers,  will  conmiit,  in  the  very  pres- 
ence of  the  pupils  to  whom  their  example  is  so  important,  flagrant  violations 
of  the  conmionest  rules  of  good  speaking.  They  will  analyze  and  parse  without 
fault  a  difficult  passage  of  Milton,  and,  in  the  very  process,  use  phrases  in 
which  even  the  verb  and  its  nominative  are  at  open  war.  This  is  perfectly 
natural  in  the  case  of  young  persons  possessing  more  book  instruction  than 
does  the  family  circle  to  which  they  belong  and  in  which  they  live.  They 
speak  as  they  have  learned  to  speak  in  infancy  and  childhood,  and  no  amount 
of  grammatical  or  elocutionary  knowledge  will  enable  them  to  overcome  their 
early  habits,  unless  they  are  subjected  to  a  careful  special  training  expressly  for 
that  purpose — a  training  which  example  alone  can  make  really  effectual.  Now  in 
a  country  like  ours,  where  patriotism,  as  well  as  higher  considerations,  should 
make  us  earnestly  desire  that  every  new  generation  may  surpass  its  precursor 
in  knowledge,  is  it  not  most  important  that  such  special  training  should  ba 
provided  for  in  all  our  Normal  schools,  and  in  such  other  institutions  as  ara 
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other  occasion,*  that  when  language  had  been,  to  nse  an  expres* 
siye  Gallicism,  once  regimented^  and  inBtmction  had  grown  into 
an  arty  grammar  was  held  with  the  Greeks,  and  probably  also 
with  the  Komans,  so  elementary  a  discipline,  that  a  certain 
amount  of  knowledge  of  it  was  considered  a  necessary  preHmi- 
nary  step  towards  learning  to  read  and  write ;  but  in  English, 
grammar  has  little  nse  except  to  systematize,  and  make  matter  of 
objective  consideration,  the  knowledge  we  have  acquired  by  a 
very  different  process.  It  has  not  been  observed  in  any  modem 
literature,  that  persons  devoted  chiefly  to  grammatical  studies  are 
remarkable  for  any  peculiar  excellence,  or  even  accuracy,  of  style, 
and  the  true  method  of  attaining  perfection  in  the  use  of  English 
is  the  careful  study  of  the  actual  practice  of  the  best  writers  in 
the  English  tongue. 

"  Another  will  say,"  argues  Sir  Philip  Sidney  in  his  Defence 
of  Foesie,  ^^that  English  wanteth  grammar.  iN^ay,  truly,  it  hath 
that  praise  that  it  wants  not  grammar ;  for  grammar  it  might 
have,  but  needs  it  not,  being  so  easie  in  itself  e,  and  so  void  of  those 
cumbersome  differences  of  cases,  genders,  moods  and  tenses, 
which  I  think  was  a  piece  of  the  tower  of  Babylon's  curse,  that  a 
man  should  be  put  to  schoole  to  leame  his  mother-tongue.  But 
for  the  uttering  sweetly  and  properly  the  conceit  of  the  minde, 
which  is  the  ende  of  speech,  that  it  hath  equally  with  any  other 
tongue  in  the  world."  The  forms  of  English  are  so  few,  its  syn- 
tax so  simple,  that  they  are  learned  by  use  before  the  a^^e  of  com- 
mendng  i^h^lastic  at^dy,  and  what  Remains  to  be  ac^aired  b^ 
longs  rather  to  the  department  of  rhetoric  than  of  grammar. 
"  Undoubtedly  I  have  found,"  observes  Sidney  further,  "  in  divers 
smal  learned  courtiers  a  more  sound  stile  than  in  some  possessors 
of  learning;  of  which  I  can  ghesse  no  other  cause,  but  that  the 


pardcularly  dedgned  to  fit  their  alumni  to  become  professional  instructors  ? 
And  would  it  not  be  well  to  employ  for  this  purpose,  not  a  mere  technical 
grammarian  and  elocutionist,  but  rather  some  well-educated  lady  or  gentleman 
accustomed  to  hear  and  to  speak  the  best  English  from  childhood,  and  whose 
duty  it  should  be  to  correct  the  habitual  daily  language  of  the  pupils  ?  These 
oorrectiona  should  include  not  merely  all  grammatical  errors,  but  also  all  those 
indegancies  of  expression,  of  enunciation,  and  of  intonation  which  are  now 
seriously  threatening  to  characterize  our  speech  as  a  nation. 

*  See  poH,  Lecture  xiz. 
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its  wee  and  action  as  the  living  speech  of  the  Anglican  race  in 
different  centuries,  not  as  its  organization  is  demonstrated  in  the 
difl8ecting-«)om  of  the  grammarian. 

English  is  generally  reputed  to  be  among  the  more  difficult  of 
the  great  European  languages,  but  it  is  hard  for  a  native  to  say 
how  far  this  opinion  is  well  founded.  The  comparison  of  our 
own  tongue  with  a  foreign  speech  is  attended  with  a  good  deal  of 
difficulty.  Particular  phrases  and  constructions,  of  course,  are 
easily  enough  set  off  against  each  other,  but  the  general  move- 
ment of  our  maternal  language  is  too  much  a  matter  of  uncon- 
Bcious,  spontaneous  action  to  be  easily  made  objective,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  in  foreign  ix>ngues  we  are  too  much  absorbed  in  the 
individual  phenomena  to  be  able  to  grasp  the  whole  field.  The 
enginery  of  the  one  is  too  near,  the  idiomatic  motive  power  of 
the  other  too  distant,  for  distmct  vision.  But  I  am  indined  to 
the  belief,  that  English  is  more  difficult  than  most  of  the  Conti- 
nental languages,  at  least  as  a  spoken  tongue,  for  I  think  it  is  cer- 
tain that  fewer  natives  speak  it  with  elegance  and  accuracy,  if  in- 
deed violations  of  grammatical  propriety  are  not  more  frequent 
among  the  best  English  writers,  and  it  sometimes  happens  that 
persons  exact  in  the  use  of  individual  words  are  lax  in  the  appli- 
cation of  rules  of  syntactical  construction.  A  distinguished 
British  scholar  of  the  last  century  said  he  had  known  but  three 
of  his  countrymen  who  spoke  their  native  language  with  uniform 
grammatical  accuracy,  and  the  observation  of  most  persons  widely 
acquainted  with  English  and  American  society  confirms  the  gen- 
eral truth  implied  in  this  declaration.  Courier  is  equally  severe 
upon  the  French.  "  There  are,"  says  that  lively  writer,  "  five  or 
six  persons  in  Europe  who  know  Greek ;  those  who  know  French 
are  much  fewer."  PrimA  facie,  irregular  as  English  is,  we  should 
expect  it  to  be  at  least  as  correctly  spoken  as  French,  because  the 
number  of  unrelated  philological  facts,  of  exceptions  to  what  are 
said  to  be  general  rule?,  of  anomalous  and  conventional  phrases, 
is  greater  in  the  latter  than  in  the  former ;  but  the  proportion  of 
good  speakers,  or  rather  of  good  talkers,  is  certainly  larger  among 
the  French  than  among  the  English  or  Americans.  It  is  interesting 
to  observe  how  much  value  has  been  attached  to  purity  of  dialect  in 
some  of  the  less  known  countries  of  Europe.  The  grand  old 
Catalan  chronicler,  Ramon  Mimtaner,  who  wrote  about  the  year 
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1825,  himaelf  no  book-worm,  but  a  yeteran  tramev/r  de  sdbrey 
more  than  once  condndes  his  eulogimns  of  his  heroes  with  a  com- 
pliment to  the  propriety  and  elegance  with  which  they  spoke  his 
native  tongue,  and  he  gives  an  interesting  account  of  the  means 
by  which  two  of  the  nobility  arrived  at  such  perfection  of  speedu 
^^  And  this  same  Syr  Corral  Llan$a  grew  up  one  of  the  f ayrest 
menne  in  the  world,  and  best  langaged  and  sagest,  insomuch  that 
aa  at  that  tyme  menne  saide,  the  finest  Cathalan  in  the  worlde  was 
hys  and  Syr  Roger  de  Luria's ;  and  no  mervaile,  for  as  yee  have 
harde  before,  they  came  ryght  yonge  into  Oathalonye  and  were 
norysshed  there,  and  in  alle  the  good  townes  of  Cathalonie  and  of 
the  reaume  of  Yalence  whatsoever  seemed  to  them  choyce  and 
fidre  langage,  they  dyd  their  endeavoure  to  leame  the  same.  And 
80  eche  of  hem  was  a  more  parfyt  Cathalonian  than  alle  other, 
and  spake  the  f ayrest  Cathalan."  * 

The  systematic  cultivation  of  the  modem  Continental  languages 
began  much  earlier  than  that  of  English.  They  had  generally 
advanced  to  a  high  degree  of  development,  and  acquired  the 
characteristic  grammatical  featoes  which  now  distingcush  them, 
at  a  period  when  even  the  most  polished  of  the  English  dialects 
was  but  a  patois.  Several  of  them  indeed  had  produced  original 
works  in  both  poetry  and  prose,  which  still  rank  among  the 
master-pieces  of  modem  genius,  before  Anglo-!Krorman  England 
had  given  birth  to  a  single  composition  which  yet  maintains  an 
acknowledged  place  in  the  literature  of  the  nation.  Although 
Icelandic  can  hardly  be  called  a  modem  language,  yet  it  possesses, 
besides  the  poems  and  traditions  of  the  heathen  era,  an  original 
modem  literature  modified  by  the  same  general  Christian  influ- 

*  "  E  aquest  En  Corral  Llanpa  exi  hu  dells  bells  homens  del  mon,  e  millB 
pariant  e  pus  saui,  si  que  en  aquell  temps  se  dejra,  quel  pus  bell  eathalanesch 
del  mon  era  dell  e  del  dit  En  Roger  de  Liuia ;  e  no  era  maraueUa,  que  ells, 
azi  com  dauant  yob  he  dit,  vengren  molt  f adrins  en  Cathalunya,  e  nudrirenae 
de  caacum  Iloch  de  Cathalunja  e  del  regne  de  Valencia  tot  90  que  bo  ne  bell 
parlar  los  iMuria  ells  aprengueren.  E  azi  cascu  deUs  f  o  lo  pus  perf  et  Cathala 
que  negun  altre,  e  ab  pus  beU  eathalanesch." — ^Ramon  Muntaner,  1562,  cap. 
xviii. 

The  Catalan  En,  N',  Na.  the  equivalent  of  the  Castilian  Don,  Dofla,  and  of 
the  English  8ir,  Madam,  is  of  disputed  etymology,  some  holding  it  to  be  a 
mere  locative  particle  corresponding  to  the  French  2)^,  others,  and  I  think 
with  greater  probability,  considering  it  a  remnant  of  the  Latin  Senior. 
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ences  which  have  colored  all  the  recent  mental  efforts  of  Enrope. 
The  twelfth  and  thirteenth  centuries  produced  in  that  remote 
island  poems  of  remarkable  merit,  and  prose  compositions  which 
have  no  superiors  in  the  narrative  literature  of  any  age.  The 
Kibelungen  lied,  the  great  epic  of  Germany,  dates  probably  as 
far  back  as  the  year  twelve  hundred.  Castilian,  Catalan,  Pro- 
venzal,  and  French  genius  had  ab*eady  embodied  themselves  in 
poetic  forms,  which  determined  the  character  of  the  subsequent 
literatures  of  those  languages,  before  the  close  of  the  thirteenth 
century,  and  the  commencement  of  the  fourteenth  was  marked  by 
the  appearance  of  Dante's  great  work,  which  still  stands  almost 
alone  in  the  ix)etry,  not  of  Italy  only,  but  of  modem  Europe. 

The  later  origin  of  English  literature  is  to  be  ascribed  partly 
to  the. fact  that  England,  from  its  insular  position,  was  less  open 
to  the  excituig  causes  wliich  roused  to  action  the  intellect  of  the 
continent,  but  chiefly,  no  doubt,  to  tlie  condition  of  the  language 
itself.  The  tongues  of  Iceland,  of  Germany,  of  Italy,  of  Spain, 
and  in  a  less  degree  of  France  also,  were  substantially  homo- 
geneous in  their  etymology  and  structure,  and  the  separate  dia- 
lects of  each  stock,  Gothic  and  Romance,  were  dosely  enough 
allied  to  facilitate  the  study  of  all  of  them  to  those  to  whom  any 
one  was  vernacular,  and  thus  to  secure  to  them  a  great  reciprocal 
philological  and  literary  influence.  The  countries  to  which  tliey 
belonged  were  also  territorially  and  politically  more  or  less  con- 
nected, and  thus  an  unbroken  chain  of  social  and  literaiy  action 
and  reaction  extended  from  the  Arctic  ocean  to  the  Mediterrar 
nean. 

English,  on  the  contrary,  was  not  only  a  composite  speech,  but 
btiilt  up  of  very  dJBCordant  ingredients,  and  spoken  in  an  isolated 
locality.  The  British  islands  had  no  relations  of  commerce  or 
politics  with  any  countries  except  Northern  and  Western  France, 
Spain,  and  the  comparatively  unimportant  Netherlandish  prov- 
inces.*  A  longer  period  was  naturally  required  for  the  assimilation 


♦  The  fear  of  wearying  my  audience  by  too  frequent  references  to  unfami- 
liar, foreign  philologies,  led  me  to  omit  to  draw  the  special  attention  of  my 
hearers  to  one  of  the  richest  sources  of  collateral  illustration  of  early  Eng- 
lish. I  mean  the  languages  and  literature  of  the  I^ow  Countries — Dutch  and 
Flemish,  (now  become  one  by  the  adoption  of  a  common  orthography,)  Prisic, 
and  their  numerous  dialects.    These  languages,  especially  in  their  mcdieeyal 
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of  the  coDfititaents  of  the  language,  and  for  the  action  of  the  in 
fluencee  which,  before  that  aasimilation  was  completed,  had  abeadj 
created  the  literatures  of  the  Continental  nations.  In  a  country 
ruled  by  Korman  princes,  aU  goyernmental  and  aristocratic  in* 
fluences  were  unfavorable  to  the  cultivation  of  the  native  speech 
and  the  growth  of  a  national  literature.  The  Romish  church,  too, 
in  England  as  everywhere  else,  was  hostile  to  all  intellectual  effort 
which  in  any  degree  diverged  from  the  path  marked  out  by  eccle- 
siastical habit  and  tradition,  and  very  many  important  English 
benefices  were  held  by  foreign  priests  quite  ignorant  of  the  English 
tongue.  Robert  of  Gloucester,  who  flourished  about  two  hundred 
years  after  the  conquest,  says : 

Wyllam,  f>yB  noble  due,  j^o  he  adde  ydo  al  j^js, 

f&a.  wey  he  nome  to  Londone  he  &  sj  hys 

As  kyng  &  prince  of  lond,  wy|>  nobleye  ynou. 

Agen  hym  wyj  vayre  processyon  |)at  folc  of  town  drou. 

And  vnderuonge  hym  vayre  ynou,  as  kyng  of  |>ys  lond. 

^us  come  lo  1  Engelond  into  Normannes  honde. 

And  j^e  Normans  ne  cou^e  speke  f>o  bote  her  owe  speche, 

And  speke  French  as  dude  atom  &  here  chyldren  dude  al  so  teche. 

So  j^at  heymen  of  j^ys  lond,  ^at  of  her  blod  come, 

Holdef)  aUe  f>ulke  speche,  |>at  hii  of  hem  nome. 

Yor  bote  a  man  cout>e  French,  me  tol^  of  hym  wel  lute. 

Ac  lowe  men  holdef  to  Englyss,  &  to  her  kunde  speche  yute. 

Ich  wene  I>er  ne  be  man  in  world  contreyes  none, 

^at  ne  holdef>  to  her  kunde  speche,  bote  Engelond  one, 

Ac  wol  me  wot  vorto  conne  bothe  wel  yt  ys 

Vor  ^  more  j^at  a  man  con,  |>e  more  wor^  he  ys.* 

And  in  the  f oUowing  century,  as  we  learn  from  an  old  chronicler, 
^^  John  Comewaile,  a  maister  of  grammar,  changed  the  lore  in 
grammar  scole,  and  construction,  of  Prenche  into  Englische :  so 
that  now,  the  year  of  our  Lord  a  thousand  three  hundred  and  4 
score  and  five,  and  of  the  seconde  Kyng  Kichard  after  the  con- 
quest nyne,  in  alle  the  grammar  scoles  of  Engelond  children  lev- 
eth  Frensche,  and  construeth  and  lemeth  on  Englische." 

forms,  have  long  been  a  favorite  study  with  me,  and  constitute  an  almost 
unwTOught  mine  of  valuable  Information  respecting  the  early  history  of  oux 
own  tongue.  English  students  have  hitherto  almost  wholly  neglected  Neth- 
erlandish literature  and  philology,  and  even  the  more  Catholic  scholarship 
of  Germany  has  generally  treated  them  with  indifference  if  not  with  con- 
tempt 

*  Robert  of  Gloucester,  p.  864. 
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TJnder  such  circumstances,  it  is  by  no  means  strange  that  the 
progress  of  the  langaage  and  literature  of  England  should  have 
been  slow,  and  it  is  matter  of  surprise  that  the  fourteenth  century 
should  have  left  so  noble  monuments  of  English  genius,  rather 
than  that  the  literary  memorials  of  that  era  should  be  so  few. 
But,  although  the  long  reign  of  Edward  m.  was  as  remarkable  for 
the  splendid  first-fruits  of  a  great  national  literature  as  for  its 
political  and  martial  triumphs  and  reverses,  the  language  was  not 
at  that  time  sufficiently  cleared  of  dialectic  confusion,  and  suffi- 
ciently settled  in  its  forms  and  syntax,  to  admit  of  granmiatical 
and  critical  treatment  as  a  distinctly  organized  speech.  While^ 
therefore,  the  thirteenth  century  produced  in  Iceland  a  learned 
and  complete  treatise  on  the  x>oetic  art  as  suited  to  the  genius  of 
the  Old-Northern  tongue,*  and  Jacme  March,  a  contemporary  of 
Chaucer,  had  composed  a  Catalan  vocabulary  and  dictionary  of 
rhymes,  with  metrical  precepts  and  examples,  the  English  had 
not  even  a  dictionary  or  grammar,  still  less  critical  treatises,  until 
a  much  later  period.  It  will  be  evident  from  all  this,  that  the 
remains  of  the  English  speech,  in  its  earliest  forms,  as  a  Utera/ry 
medium,  must  be  relatively  few,  and  that  it  is  by  no  means  easy  to 
trace  the  progress  of  changes  which  ended  in  the  substitution  of 
our  present  piebald  dialect  for  the  comparatively  homogeneous 
and  consistent  Saxon  tongue.  A  language  which  exists,  for  cen- 
turies, only  as  the  jargon  of  an  unlettered  peasantry  and  a  do- 
pised  race,  will  preserve  but  few  memorials  of  its  ages  of  humilia- 
tion, and  as  I  have  before  noticed,  the  indifference  with  which 
English  philology  has  hitherto  been  so  generally  r^arded  has 
suffered  to  perish,  or  stiU  withholds  from  the  public  eye,  a  vast 
amount  of  material  which  might  have  been  employed  for  the 
elucidation  of  many  points  of  great  historical,  literary,  and  lin- 
guistic interest.  Halliwell's  Dictionary,  containiug  more  than 
fifty  thousand  archaic  and  provincial  words  and  obsolete  forms, 
is  illustrated  with  citations  drawn  in  the  largest  proportion  from 
unpublished  manuscript  authorities,  and  it  is  evident  from  the 
tities  of  the  works  quoted  and  the  character  of  the  extracts,  as 
well  as  from  the  testimony  of  scholars,  that  many  of  them  must 
be  of  very  great  philological  value.t 

•  The  prose  Edda,  or  Edda  of  Snorri  Sturluson. 
f  Until  very  lately,  the  modernization  of  every  reprint  of  an  English  classlo 
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I  harYe  already  sufficiently  stated  my  reasons  for  believing  that 
a  colloqnial  or  grammatical  knowledge  of  other  tongaes  is  not  es- 
sential to  the  comprehension  and  use  of  our  own,  and,  considered 
solely  as  a  means  to  that  end,  without  reference  to  the  immense 
value  of  clft^RJcal  and  modem  Continental  literature  as  the  most 
powerful  of  all  instruments  of  general  culture,  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  study  of  the  Greek  and  Latin  languages  might 
be  advantageously  replaced  by  that  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  and  prim- 
itive EngiisL  An  overwhelming  proportion  of  the  words  which 
make  up  our  daily  speech  is  drawn  from  Anglo-Saxon  roots,  and 
our  eyntax  is  as  distinctly  and  as  generally  to  be  traced  to  the 


was  almost  as  much  a  settled  practioe  as  the  adoption  of  a  fashionable  style 
of  binding.  Diyden,  Pope,  and  Wordsworth  have  not  scrupled  to  lay  a  pro- 
fane hand  upon  Chaucer,  a  mightier  genius  than  either ;  and  Milton  is  not 
aUowed  to  appear  in  the  orthography  which  he  deliberately  and  systematicaUy 
employed.  Archbishop  Parker  was  so  zealous  for  the  preservation,  or  rather 
the  restoration,  of  ancient  forms,  that  he  printed  even  the  Latin  of  Asser's 
Uf e  of  Alfred  in  the  Anglo-Saxon  character.  The  Association  which  takes  its 
name  from  Parker,  in  republishing  the  English  theological  writings  of  the 
sixteenth  century— a  series  extending  to  more  than  fifty  volumes,  and  which, 
unmutilated,  would  have  been  invaluable  as  a  treasure  of  genuine,  primitive, 
nervous  English^-has  clipped  and  restamped  the  whole  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  deprive  these  works  of  all  their  interest,  except  for  professional  theological 
inquirers,  and  very  greatly  to  diminish  their  value  even  for  them.  The  re- 
cently diBoovered  manuscript  of  the  Earl  of  Devonshire's  translation  of  Pa- 
leario's  Treatise  on  the  Benefits  of  Christ's  Peath  is  evidently  a  copy  made  by 
an  ignorant  transcriber,  and  its  orthography  is  extremely  incorrect  and  varia- 
ble. In  preparing  it  for  the  press,  it  was,  unfortunately,  deemed  expedient 
to  reform  the  spelling,  for  the  sake  of  making  it  more  uniform  and  intelli- 
gible as  well  as  more  correct,  and  the  task  has  been  executed  with  great  care, 
and  in  as  good  faith  as  the  erroneous  principle  adopted  would  admit  of. 
As  a  frontispiece,  a  fac-simile  of  one  of  the  very  small  pages  of  the  manu- 
script is  given,  containing  eighteen  lines,  or  about  one  hundred  and  twenty- 
flve  words.  In  printing  the  text  of  this  page,  the  editor  has  omitted  a  comma 
in  the  seventh  line,  and  thereby  changed,  or  at  least  obscured,  the  meaning 
of  a  very  important  and  very  clear  passage  which  contained  the  marrow  of  the 
whole  treatise.  Of  course,  any  departure  from  the  letter  in  a  weighty  period, 
unless  it  is  supposed  to  be  a  mere  tyx>ographical  accident,  destroys  Uie  confi- 
dence of  critical  readers  in  the  edition,  and  the  book,  in  a  grammatical  point 
of  view,  becomes  worthless.  The  manuscript  in  question  is  one  of  the  most 
important  recent  acquisitions  to  the  theology  of  the  Reformation  and  the 
early  literature  of  England,  and  the  voluntary  admission  of  any  changes  in 
its  text  shows  a  want  of  exact  scholarship  in  a  quarter  where  we  had  the  best 
right  to  expect  it. 
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same  source.  We  are  not  then  to  r^ard  the  ancient  Anglican 
speech  as  in  any  sense  a  foreign  tongue,  but  rather  as  a  chrjsalifi 
form  of  our  own,  wherein  we  may  find  direct  and  clear  explana- 
tion of  many  grammatical  peculisoities  of  modern  English,  which 
the  study  of  the  Continental  languages,  ancient  or  modem,  can 
but  imperfectly  elucidate.  With  reference  to  etymology,  the  im- 
portance of  Anglo-Saxon  is  too  obvious  to  require  argument  It 
is  fair  to  admit,  however,  that  the  etymology  of  compound  words, 
and  of  abstract  and  figurative  terms,  must  in  general  be  sought 
elsewhere ;  for  we  have  borrowed  our  scientific,  metaphysical,  and 
sesthetical  phraseology  from  other  sources,  while  the  vocabulary 
of  our  material  life  is  almost  wholly  of  native  growth.  In  deter- 
mining the  signification  of  words,  modem  usage  is  as  binding  an 
authority  as  ancient  practice,  inasmuch  as,  at  present,  we  know  no 
ground  but  use  for  either  the  old  meaning  or  the  new ;  but  a 
knowledge  of  the  primitive  sense  of  a  word  very  often  enables  us 
to  discover  a  force  and  fitness  in  its  modem  applications  which  we 
had  never  suspected  before,  and  accordingly  to  employ  it  with  greater 
propriety  and  appositeness.  The  most  instructive  and  impressive 
etymologies  are  those  which  are  pursued  within  the  limits  of  our 
own  tongue.  The  native  word  at  every  change  of  form  and 
meaning  exhibits  new  domestic  relations,  and  suggests  a  hundred 
sources  of  collateral  inquiry  and  illustration,  while  the  foreign 
root  connects  itself  with  our  philology  only  by  remote  and  often 
doubtful  analogies,  and  when  it  enters  our  language,  it  comes  usu- 
ally in  a  fixed  form,  and  with  a  settled  meaning,  neither  of 
which  admits  of  further  development,  and  of  course  the  word«has 
no  longer  a  history. 

The  knowledge  of  Anglo-Saxon  is  important  as  a  corrective  of 
the  philological  errors  into  which  we  may  be  led  by  the  study  of 
early  English,  and  especially  of  popular  ballad  and  other  poetry, 
without  such  a  guide.  The  introduction  of  Norman  French,  with 
a  multitude  of  words  inflected  in  the  weak  or  augmentative  manner 
naturally  confused  what  was  sufficiently  intricate  and  uncertain 
before,  namely,  the  strong  inflection,  or  that  by  letter-change,  in 
the  Anglo-Saxon.  The  range  of  letter-change  in  Anglo-Saxon 
grammar  was  indeed  wide,  but  not  unhmited  or  arbitrary.  It 
however  became  so,  at  least  in  the  poetic  dialect,  as  soon  as  Nor- 
•man  influence  had  taught  English  bards  independence  of  the  laws 
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of  Saxon  grammar.  Many  of  the  barbarous  forms  so  freely  nsed 
in  popular  verse  are  neither  obsolete  conjugations  revived,  nor 
dialectic  peculiarities,  but  creations  of  the  rhymesters  who  em- 
ployed them,  coin  not  uncurrent  merely,  by  counterfeit,  and  with- 
out either  the  stamp  or  the  ring  of  the  genuine  metaL  Xhe  bal- 
ladmongers  of  the  fifteenth  and  sixteenth  centuries  concerned 
themselves  as  little  about  a  vowel  as  the  Orientals,  and  where  the 
oonvenience  of  rhyme  or  metre  required  a  heroic  license,  they 
needed  only  the  consonants  of  one  syllable  of  a  genuine  root  as  a 
stock  whereon  to  grow  any  conceivable  variety  of  termination.* 
Although  they  did  not  hesitate  to  conjugate  a  weak  verb  with  a 
strong  inflection,  or  to  reverse  the  process,  thus  adding  or  sub- 
tracting syllables  at  pleasure,  yet  their  boldest  liberties  were  with 
the  letteivchange  in  the  strong  inflection.  We  cannot  indeed  hold 
them  guilty  of  corrupting 

the  language  of  the  nation 
With  long-tafled  words  in  -osity  and  -ation  ; 

but  we  can  fairly  convict  them  of  making  it  more  desperately 
Gk)thic  in  its  forms  than  even  the  Moeso-Gothic  of  Ulphilafi. 

The  contusion  into  which  the  English  inflections  were  thus 
thrown  combined  with  other  circumstances  to  discourage  the 
attempts  of  philologists  to  reduce  its  accidence  to  a  regular  sys- 
tem, and  English  scholars  had  shown  very  respectable  ability  in 
the  elucidation  of  other  tongues,  before  they  produced  any  thing 
that  could  fairly  be  called  a  grammar  of  their  own.  Analogous 
causes  had  prevented  the  cultivation  of  native  philology  in  North- 
em  Prance,  and  though  the  langue  d'oc,  or  Provenzal,  was 
early  a  matter  of  careful  study,  the  langue  d'oil,  the  only 

*  If  it  were  not  irreverent  in  an  American  to  present  even  the  boy-life  of 
Washington  in  a  ludicrous  or  familiar  light,  I  would  refer  to  the  Harvard  po 
etical  version  of  Weems's  story  of  the  Cherry-tree,  as  a  fair  and  scarcely  exag- 
gerated imitation  of  the  verbal  extravagances  of  early  English  and  Scottish 
ballad-makers.  The  vowel  changes,  gwo  for  gate,  sin  for  son,  Washingtm  for 
Wsshhipon,  are  made  for  the  sake  of  rhyme  and  not  in  accordance  with  any 
phonetic  law,  and  they  may  all  be  paralleled  in  genuine  old  ballads  that  have 
been  quoted  as  evidences  of  the  condition  of  the  vernacular  English  language 
two  or  three  centuries  since.  They  are,  for  the  most  part,  mere  poetical  li- 
oeoses  which  belong  to  the  category  of  expressions  lege  eoiuiia. 
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French  dialect  known  to  the  Korman  race,  possessed  no  grammar 
until  it  was  provided  with  one  by  an  Englishman.* 

The  function  of  grammar  is  to  teach  what  io,  not  what  the  gram- 
marian thinks  ought  to  be,  the  best  usage  in  language.  Eilglish, 
as  I  have  said,  was  too  irregular  fluctuating,  and  incongruous  in  its 
accidence  and  syntax  to  be  reduced  to  form  and  order  until  the 
close  of  the  sixteenth  century,  and  as  its  literature  was  of  later 
origin  than  that  of  the  continent  there  was  not,  before  that  period, 
a  sufficient  accumulation  of  classical  authorship  to  serve  as  illus- 
tration and  authority  in  grammatical  discu8sion.t 

*  The  French  grammar  of  Palsgrave,  to  which  I  allude,  prepared  for  the  use 
of  the  Princess  Mary,  sister  of  King  Henry  Yin.,  and  printed  in  1580,  under 
the  title  of  LesciareiBiement  de  la  Langue  PraneoyM,  is,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  most  remarkable,  if  not  the  most  important,  work  which  had  ap- 
peared in  modem  philology  before  the  commencement  of  the  present  century. 
Although  it  was  designed  only  to  teach  French  grammar,  yet,  as  it  is  written 
in  English,  and  constantly  illustrates  the  former  tongue  by  comparison  with 
the  latter,  it  is  hardly  a  less  valuable  source  of  instruction  with  reference  to  the 
native  than  to  the  foreign  language.  In  the  careful  reprint  lately  executed  at 
the  expense  of  the  French  «govemment,  it  makes  a  large  quarto  of  900  pp., 
more  than  half  of  which  is  occupied  with  comparative  tables  of  words  and 
phrases,  so  that  while  it  is  a  remarkably  complete  French  gnunmar,  it  is  much 
the  fullest  English  dictionary  which  existed  before  the  time  of  Elizabeth.  It 
is  also  one  of  the  amplest  coUections  of  English  phrases  and  syntactical  com- 
binations which  can  be  found  at  the  present  day,  and  at  the  same  time  the  best 
authoilty  now  extant  for  the  pronunciation  used  in  French,  and,  so  far  it  goes, 
in  English  also,  at  the  period  when  it  was  written. 

f  One  of  the  earliest  English  grammars  which  can  lay  claim  to  scientiflc 
merit  is  the  brief  compend  drawn  up  by  Ben  Jonson,  and  published  some  time 
after  the  death  of  the  author.  It  is  too  meagre  to  convey  much  positive  in- 
struction, but  it  exhibits  enough  of  philological  insight  to  excite  serious  regret 
for  the  loss  of  Jonson's  complete  work,  the  manuscript  of  which  was  destroyed 
by  fire.  This  little  treatise  throws  a  good  deal  of  light  on  the  orthoepy  of 
English  at  that  period,  for  the  learning  and  the  habitual  occupations  of  Jon- 
son make  it  authoritative  on  this  point,  so  far  as  it  goes,  but  there  are  state- 
ments concerning  the  accidence,  which  are  not  supported  by  the  general  usage 
of  the  best  authors,  either  of  Jonson's  own  time,  or  of  any  preceding  age  of 
English  literature.  For  instance,  he  lajrs  down  the  rule  that  nouns  in  e,  «,  th, 
g,  and  cA,  make  the  possessive  singular  in  is^  and  the  plural  in  m,  and  as  an  ex- 
ample he  cites  the  word  prince,  (which,  by  the  way,  does  not  end  in  either  of 
the  terminations  enumerated  by  him,)  and  says  the  possessive  case  is  princif, 
the  plural  prince.  That  individual  instances  of  this  orthography  may  be  met 
with,  I  do  not  deny,  but  it  is  certain  that  it  never  was  the  general  usage,  and 
Jonson  was  doubtless  suggesting  a  theory,  not  declaring  a  fact,  and  he  intro- 
duces the  rule  rather  as  furnishing  an  explanation  of  what  he  calls  the  '*  mon- 
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The  same  reaflons  which  deterred  early  Engliah  scholars  from 
laymg  down  mles  of  grammatical  inflection,  would  render  it  im- 
possible  at  the  present  day  to  construct  a  regular  accidence  of  the 
forms  of  the  language  at  any  period  before  the  writers  of  the 
Elizabethan  age  had  established  standards  of  conjugation,  declen- 
sion, orthography,  and  syntax.  The  English  student  therefore 
can  expect  little  help  from  grammarians  in  mastering  the  litera- 
ture of  earlier  periods,  and  he  must  learn  the  system  of  each  great 
writer  by  observation  of  his  practice.  But  the  inflections  in  Eng- 
lish are  so  few,  that  the  number  of  possible  variations  in  their 
form  is  embraced  within  a  very  narrow  range,  and  all  their  dis- 
crepancies together  do  not  amount  to  so  great  a  number  as  the 
regular  changes  in  most  other  languages.  With  respect  to  the 
vocabulary,  the  difficulties  are  even  less.  Most  good  editions  of 
old  authors  are  provided  with  glossaries  explaining  the  obsolete 
words,  and  where  these  are  wanting,  the  dictionaries  of  Nares, 
HaDiweU,  Wright,  and  others,  amply  supply  the  deficiency.  In 
&ct,  a  mere  fraction  of  the  time  demanded  to  acquire  the  most 
superficial  smattering  of  French  or  Italian  wiU  enable  the  student 
to  obtain  such  a  knowledge  of  early  English,  that  he  can  read  with 
facility  every  thing  written  in  the  language,  from  the  period  when 
it  assumed  a  distinct  form  to  its  complete  development  in  the 
seventeenth  century.    Full  critical  discussions  of  the  literary 

strous  syntax/'  of  using  the  pronoim  Aw  as  the  sign  of  the  possessive  case,  than 
as  a  guide  to  actual  practice. 

It  is  curious  that  Palsgrave  lays  down  the  same  rule,  though  he  elsewhere 
contradicts  it,  and  in  practice  disregards  it  "  Also  where  as  we  seme  to  have 
a  genity ve  case,  for  so  moche  as,  by  adding  of  m  to  a  substanty ve,  we  sygnif ye 
poesessyon,  as,  my  maisterw  gowne,  my  lady w  boke,  which  with  us  contrevail- 
leth  as  moche  as  the  gowne  of  my  maister,  the  boke  of  my  ladye,"  etc.  Intro- 
duction, Xlt. 

But  on  page  191,  he  says  : 

"  Where  we,  in  our  tonge,  use  to  putte  8  to  cure  substantyves  whan  we  wyll 
express  possessyon,  aayiag,  'a  mannes  gowne,  a  woman  [«]  hose,'  etc.,  etc., 
and  afterwards,  '  this  is  my  maister*  gowne,  he  dyd  fette  his  maister«  cloke.' " 
A  similar  passage  occurs  on  page  141,  and  I  have  not  observed  a  single  in- 
stance where  Palsgrave  himself  makes  the  possessive  in  is,  except  that  above 
quoted  from  page  XL.,  where  it  is  used  by  way  of  exemplifying  the  rule  as  he 
states  it 

Alexander  Gil's  remarkable  Logonomia  Anglica  is  interesting  rather  in  an 
orthoepical,  than  in  a  grammatical  point  of  view,  and  it  will  be  particularly 
noticed  in  a  Lecture  on  orthoepical  changes  in  English,  post. 
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merit  of  English  authors  would  be  foreign  to  the  plan  of  the 
present  course,  and  in  noticing  writers  of  different  periods,  I  shall 
refer  chiefly  to  their  value  as  sources  of  philological  instruction. 
First  in  time,  and  not  least  in  importance,  is  the  Ormulum,  a  very 
good  edition  of  which  was  published  in  1852.  This  is  a  metrical 
paraplirase  of  a  part  of  the  New  Testament,  in  a  homiletic  form, 
and  it  probably  belongs  to  the  early  part  of  the  thirteenth  century. 
Its  merit  consists  mainly  in  the  purity  of  its  Saxon-English,  very 
few  words  of  foreign  origin  occurring  in  it.  The  uniformity  of 
its  orthography,  and  the  regularity  of  its  inflections,  are  far  greater 
than  are  to  be  found  in  the  poetical  compositions  even  of  the  best 
writers  of  the  succeeding  century.  One  reason  of  this  is  that  the 
unrhymed  versification  adopted  by  the  author  relieved  him  from 
the  necessity  of  varying  the  terminal  syllables  of  his  words  for  the 
sake  of  rhyme,  which  led  to  such  anomalous  inflections  in  other 
poetical  compositions,  and  it  accordingly  exhibits  the  language  in 
the  most  perfect  form  of  which  it  was  then  capable.  In  fact,  the 
dialect  of  the  Ormulum  is  more  easily  mastered  than  that  of  Piers 
Ploughman,  which  was  written  more  than  a  century  later,  and  it 
contains  fewer  words  of  unknown  or  doubtful  signification.  It  is, 
moreover,  especially  interesting  as  a  specimen  of  the  character 
and  inherent  tendencies  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  language  as  affected 
by  more  advanced  civilization  and  culture,  but  still  imcorrupted 
by  any  considerable  mixture  of  foreign  ingredients ;  for  we  dis- 
cover no  traces  of  the  Norman  element  in  the  vocabulary,  and  but 
few  in  the  syntax  of  this  remarkable  work.*  Piers  Ploughman, 
on  the  contrary,  employs  Latin  and  French  words  in  quite  as 
large  a  proportion  as  Chaucer,f  although  the  forms  and  syntax  of 
the  latter  author  are  much  nearer  the  modern  standard.  The 
compliment  which  Spenser  bestows  upon  Chaucer's  "Well  of 
English  undefiled  "  is  indeed  well  merited,  if  reference  is  had  to 

♦  The  vocabulary  of  the  Ormulum  consists  of  about  twenty-three  hundred 
words,  exclusive  of  proper  names  and  inflected  forms.  Among  these  I  am 
unable  to  find  a  single  word  of  Norman-French  origin,  and  scarcely  ten  which 
were  taken  directly  from  the  Latin.  The  whole  number  of  words  of  foreign 
etymology  previously  introduced  into  Anglo-Saxon,  which  occur  in  the  Ormu- 
lum, does  not  exceed  sixty,  though  there  is  some  uncertainty  as  to  the  origin 
of  several  words  common  to  the  Latin  and  the  Gk)thic  languages  in  the  earliest 
■tag^  in  which  those  latter  are  known  to  us. — See  Lecture  vi. 

t  See  Lecture  vi. 


Lect.  v.]  EAKLY  ENGLISH  LITERATURE.  97 

the  composite  character  that  English  assumed  in  the  best  ages  of 
its  literature,  but  it  would  be  more  fitly  applied  to  the  Ormulum, 
as  a  repository  of  the  indigenous  vocabulary  of  the  Anglican 
tongue.  In  any  event,  no  student  of  the  works  of  Chancer  will 
dispute  Spenser's  opinion  that 

"  In  him  the  pure  well-head  of  poeey  did  dwell," 

and  it  is  no  extravagant  praise  to  say  that  the  name  of  Chaucer 
was  the  first  in  English  literature,  until  it  was,  not  eclipsed,  but 
surpassed  by  those  of  Shakespeare  and  Milton.  * 

Id.  the  earliest  ages  of  all  literature,  poetry  seems  to  be  little 
more  than  an  artificial  arrangement  of  the  dialect  of  conmion  lif  e, 
but  as  literary  culture  advances,  both  the  phraseology  and  the 
granmiar  of  metrical  compositions  diverge  from  the  vulgar  speech^ 
and  poetry  forms  a  vocabulary  and  a  syntax  of  its  own.  Although, 
therefore,  the  practice  of  great  poetical  writers  is  authority  for 
their  successors,  yet  it  is  by  no  means  trustworthy  evidence  as  to 
the  actual  character  of  the  language  employed  by  speakers  or 
prose  writers,f  and  this  is  more  emphatically  true  of  the  English 
than  of  most  Continental  languages,  in  consequence  of  the  de- 
rangement of  its  flectional  system  which  I  have  already  noticed. 

The  dialect  of  Chaucer  doubtless  approaches  to  the  court  lan- 
guage of  his  day,  but  the  prose  of  Wydiffe  is  more  nearly  the 
familiar  speech  of  the  English  heart  in  the  reign  of  Edward  III., 
and  the  pages  of  Holinshed  more  truly  reflect  the  living  language 
of  Queen  Elizabeth's  time  than  do  the  stanzas  of  Spenser. 

The  Engh'sh  prose  literature  of  the  fifteenth  century  consists,  in 
large  proportion,  of  translations,  and  these  always  partake  more  or 
less  of  the  color  of  the  sources  from  which  they  were  taken. 
There  is,  in  fact,  so  little  native  English  of  that  period  extant  in 
a  printed  form,  that  it  is  not  easy  to  determine  how  far  the  prev- 
alence of  GkdUcisms  in  the  translations  printed  by  Caxton  is  to  be 

*  I  am  aware  that  Chaucer's  poems  are  in  great  part  translations,  paraphrases, 
or  imitations.  But  this  was  the  habit  of  the  time.  Every  man  built  on  the 
foundation  of  his  predecessors,  and  Chaucer,  while  he  touched  nothing  which 
he  did  not  improve,  is  always  best  when  he  is  most  original  in  the  conception 
as  well  as  the  treatment  of  his  theme. 

t  No6  consuetudine  [loquendi]  prohibemui ;  poeta  jus  suum  tenuit  et 
dixit  audadus.    Cicsao,  Tusc.  Disp.  XXL  9. 
5 
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lUicribed  to  the  influence  of  French  originals  upon  the  style  of  the 
translator,  and  how  far  it  was  a  characteristic  feature  of  the  lan« 
guage  of  the  time.  The  same  remark  applies,  though  with  much 
less  force,  to  Lord  Bemers*  admirable  translation  of  Froissart,  thd 
two  volumes  of  which  were  published  in  1523  and  1525  respect- 
ively; but  this  translation  is  doubtless  the  best  English  prose 
style  which  had  yet  appeared,  and  as  a  specimen  of  picturesque 
narrative,  it  is  excelled  by  no  production  of  later  periods.  The 
dramatic  character  and  familiar  gossipping  tone  of  the  origiBal 
allowed  some  license  of  translation,  and  the  dialogistic  style  of  the 
English  of  Lord  Bemers  is  as  racy,  and  nearly  as  idiomatic,  as  the 
French  of  Froissart 

Tyndale's  translation  of  the  New  Testament  is  the  most  import- 
ant philological  montmient  of  the  first  half  of  the  shdieenth  cen^ 
tury,  perhaps  I  should  say  of  the  whole  period  between  Ohauctf 
and  Shakespeare,  both  as  a  historical  relic  and  as  having,  mori9 
than  any  thing  else,  contributed  to  shape  and  fix  the  sacred  dii^ 
lect  and  to  establish  the  form  which  the  Bible  must  permanently 
assume  in  an  English  dress.  The  best  features  of  the  translatioii 
of  1611  are  derived  from  the  version  of  Tyndale,  and  thus  thftfl 
remarkable  work  has  exerted,  directly  and  indirectly,  a  more 
powerful  influence  on  the  English  language  than  any  other  single 
production  between  the  ages  of  Eichard  11.  and  Queen  Elizabeth.* 

The  most  important  remaining  prose  works  of  the  sixteenth 
century  are  the  writings  of  Sir  Thomas  More,t  (which,  however,- 
with  all  their  excellence,  are  rather  specimens  of  what  the  hiy 
gnage  in  its  best  estate  then  was,  than  actually  influential  models 
of  composition,)  and  those  of  Hooker.  These  last,  indeed,  are 
not  remarkable  as  originating  new  forms  or  combinations  o^ 
words,  but  they  embody  nearly  all  the  real  improvements  which 
had  been  made,  and  they  may  be  considered  as  exhibiting  » 
structure  of  English  not  equalled  by  the  style  of  any  earlief 
writer,  and  scarcely  surpassed  by  that  of  any  later. 

I  shall  reserve  what  I  have  to  say  upon  the  dialect  of  the  au- 
thorized English  version  of  the  Bible  for  another  occasion,  and  it 
would  be  superfluous  to  commend  to  the  study  of  the  inquiret 
such  authors  as  Bacon,  and  Shakespeare,  and  Milton.     There  are^ 

♦  See  Lecture  xxviii.  t  See  Lecture  vi. 
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however,  two  or  three  clafiaes  of  writers  of  the  sixteenth  and  sev- 
enteenth centuries,  whose  works  are  much  less  known  than  their 
philological  importance  deserves.  First,  are  what  we  must  call, 
in  relation  to  Shakespeare,  and  only  in  relation  to  him,  the  minof 
dramatiste  of  the  period  in  question.  They  are  valuable,  not  only 
as  perhaps  the  best  authorities  upon  the  actual  spoken  dialect  of 
their  age,  but  as  genuine  expressions  of  the  character  and  tenden- 
cies of  contemporaneous  English  humanity,  and  also  for  the  aid 
they  afford  in  the  illustration  and  elucidation  of  Shakespeare  him- 
self, whose  splendor  has  so  completely  filled  the  horizon  of  his 
art,  that  those  feebler  lights  can  hardly  yet  be  said  to  have  en- 
joyed the  benefit  of  a  heliacal  rising. 

Next  come  the  early  English  translators  of  the  great  monu- 
ments of  Greek  and  Boman  literature.  The  reigns  of  i^zabeth 
and  James  produced  a  large  number  of  translations  of  classicd 
authors,  as  for  example  the  lives  and  the  Morals  of  Plutarch,  the 
Works  of  Seneca,  tihe  History  of  livy,  the  Natural  History  of 
the  Elder  Pliny,  and  other  voluminous  works.  These  transla- 
tions  are  naturally  moi«  or  leee  tinctured  with  un-English  daBsi- 
cal  idioms,  but  the  vast  range  of  subjects  discussed  in  them,  es- 
pecially in  Plutarch  and  PUny,  demanded  the  employment  of  al- 
most the  entire  native  vocabulary,  and  we  find  in  these  works 
exemplifications  of  numerous  words  and  phrases  which  scarcely 
occur  at  all  in  any  other  branch  of  the  literature  of  that  important 
period. 

For  the  same  reasons,  the  early  voyages  and  travels,  such  as 
the  voluminous  collections  of  Hakluyt  and  Purchas,  as  well  as 
the  separately  published  works  of  this  class  are  very  valuable 
sources  of  philological  knowledge.  Their  vocabularies  are 
very  varied  and  extensive,  and  they  are  rendered  especially 
attractive  by  the  life  and  fervor  which,  at  a  period  when  all 
that  was  foreign  to  Europe  was  full  of  wonder  and  mystery, 
clothed  in  almost  poetic  forms  the  narratives  of  events,  and 
descriptions  of  scenery  and  objects,  now  almost  too  familiar  to 
excite  a  momentary  curiosity.  Hakluyt  is  perhaps  to  be  prefer- 
red to  Purchas,  because  he  allows  the  narrators  whose  reports  he 
collected  to  speak  for  themselves,  and  appears  in  general  to  follow 
the  words  of  the  original  journals  more  closely  than  Purchas,  who 
often  abridges,  or  otherwise  modifies,  his  authorities. 
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The  theological  productions  of  the  period  between  the  reigna 
of  Elizabeth  and  Anne,  however  eloquent  and  powerful,  are, 
simply  as  philological  monuments,  less  important  than  the  secu« 
lar  compositions  of  the  same  century,  and  they  furnish  not  many 
examples  of  verbal  form  or  combination  which  are  not  even  more 
happily  employed  elsewhere.  To  these  remarks,  however,  the 
works  of  Fuller  are  an  exception.  Among  the  writers  of  that 
age.  Fuller  and  Sir  Thomas  Browne  come  nearest  to  Shakespeare 
and  Milton  in  affluence  of  thought  and  wealth  of  poetic  senti- 
ment and  imagery.  They  are  both  remarkable  for  a  wide  range 
of  vocabulary,  Fuller  inclining  to  a  Saxon,  Browne  to  a  Latinized 
diction,  and  their  syntax  is  marked  by  the  same  peculiarities  as 
their  nomenclature. 

The  interest  which  attaches  to  the  literature  of  the  eighteenth 
century  is  more  properly  of  a  critical  and  rhetorical  than  of  a 
linguistic  character ;  and,  besides,  in  remarks  which  are  intended 
to  draw  the  attention  of  my  hearers  to  unfamiliar  rather  than  to 
every-day  fields  of  study,  it  would  be  unprofitable  to  discuss  the 
literary  importance  of  Dryden,  Pope,  Swift,  Addison,  Johnson, 
Jimius,  Gibbon,  and  Burke. 

I  must,  for  similar  reasons,  refrain  from  entering  upon  the 
literature  of  our  own  times,  and  I  shall  only  refer  to  a  single 
author,  who  has  made  himself  conspicuous  as,  in  certain  particu- 
lars, an  exceedingly  exact  and  careful  writer.  In  point  of  thor- 
ough knowledge  of  the  meaning,  and  constant  and  scrupulous 
precision  in  the  use,  of  individual  words,  I  suppose  Coleridge 
surpasses  all  other  English  writers  of  whatever  period.  His 
works  are  of  great  philological  value,  because  they  compel  the 
reader  to  a  minute  study  of  his  nomenclature,  and  a  nice  discrim- 
ination between  words  which  he  employs  in  allied,  but  stiU  dis- 
tinct senses,  and  they  contribute  more  powerfully  than  the  works 
of  any  other  English  author  to  habituate  the  student  to  that  close 
observation  of  tiie  meaning  of  words  which  is  essential  to  pre- 
cision of  thought  and  accuracy  of  speech.  Few  writers  so  often 
refer  to  the  etymology  of  words  as  a  means  of  ascertaining,  de- 
fining, or  illustrating  their  meaning,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
mere  etymology  was  not  sufficiently  a  passion  with  Coleridge  to 
be  likely  to  mislead  him.* 

*  Though  Coleridge  is  a  high  authority  with  respect  to  the  meanlzig  of 
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Thb  lietero&;eneou8  character  of  our  yocabulary,  and  the  cons^ 
,™a.  ob.Ii?of  iU  ecology,  U,>  beJSoed  «  cbe«n> 
stances  which  impose  trpon  the  student  of  English  an  amount  of  la- 
bor not  demanded  for  the  attainment  of  languages  whose  stock  of 
words  is  derived,  in  larger  proportion,  from  obvious  and  familiar 
roots.  I  now  propose  to  give  some  account  of  the  sources  and 
composition  of  the  English  language.  According  to  the  views  of 
many  able  phildogiflte,  compariaon  of  grammatical  Btructure  Ib  a 
surer  test  of  radical  linguistic  affinity,  than  resemblances  between 
the  words  which  compose  vocabularies.  I  shall  not  here  discuss 
the  soundness  of  this  doctrine,  my  present  object  being  to  display 
the  acquisitions  of  the  Anglican  tongue,  and  to  indicate  the  quar- 
ters from  which  they  have  been  immediately  derived,  not  to 
point  out  its  ethnological  relationships.     I  shall  therefore  on  this 

single  words,  his  style  is  by  no  means  an  agreeable  or  even  a  scnipulously 
correct  one,  in  point  of  structure  and  syntax.  Among  other  minor  matters 
I  shall  notice  hereafter  (Lecture  zxix.),  his  improper,  or  at  least  very  ques- 
tionable, use  bi  the  phrase  in  respect  of,  and  I  will  here  observe,  that  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  practice  of  almost  every  good  writer  from  the  Saxon  period  to 
his  own,  and  to  the  rule  given  by  Ben  Jonson  as  well  as  all  later  gramma- 
rians, he  employs  the  affirmative  or  after  the  negative  alternative  neither;  as 
neither  this  or  that.  In  this  innovation,  he  has  had  few  if  any  foUowers. 
Again,  he  uses  both,  not  exclusively  as  a  dual,  but  as  embracing  three  or 
more  objects.  I  am  aware  that  in  this  latter  case  he  had  the  example  of 
Ascham  and  some  other  early  authors,  but  it  is  contrary  to  the  etymological 
meaning  of  the  word,  and  to  the  constant  usage  of  the  best  English  writers. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  of  these  departures  from  the  established  construction 
were  accidental.  They  were  attempts  at  arbitrary  reform,  and  though  the 
last  of  them  may  be  defended  on  the  ground  that  dual  forms  are  purely 
grammatical  subtleties,  and  ought  to  be  discarded,  they  will  all  probably  fail 
to  Becure  general  adoption  in  English  syntax. 

(101) 


I 
1. 


102  SOURCES  OF  VOCABULAUY.  [Lect.  VI. 

occasion  confine  myself  to  the  vocabulary,  dismissing  inquiry  in- 
to the  grammatical  character  of  the  language,  witli  the  simple  re- 
mark, that  it  in  general  corresponds  with  that  of  the  other  dia- 
lects of  the  Gothic  stock.  In  structure,  English,  though  shorn 
of  its  inflections,  is  still  substantially  Anglo-Saxon,  and  it  owes 
much  the  largest  part  of  its  words  to  the  same  source. 

There  are  two  modes  of  estimating  the  relative  amount  of 
words  derived  from  different  sources  in  a  given  language.  The 
one  is  to  compute  the  etymological  proportions  of  the  entire 
vocabulary,  as  exhibited  in  the  fullest  dictionaries ;  the  other,  tc 
observe  the  proportions  in  which  words  of  indigenous  and  of  for- 
eign origin  respectively  occur  in  actual  speech  and  in  written  lit- 
erature. Both  modes  of  computation  must  be  employed  in  order 
to  arrive  at  a  just  appreciation  of  the  vocabulary ;  but,  for  ordi- 
nary purposes,  the  latter  method  is  the  most  important,  because 
words  tend  to  carry  their  native  syntax  with  them,  and  grammat- 
ical structure  usually  accords  more  nearly  with  that  of  the  source 
from  which  the  mass  of  the  words  in  daily  use  is  tak^Q,  than  with 
the  idiom  of  languages  whose  contributions  to  the  speech  are 
fewer  in  number  and  of  rarer  occurrence.  Besides  this,  all  dic- 
tionaries contain  many  words  which  are  employed  only  in  special 
pr  exceptional  cases,  and  which  may  be  regarded  as  foreign  deni- 
zens not  yet  entitled  to  the  rights  of  full  citizenship.  At  the 
aame  time,  the  method  in  question  is  a  very  diflicult  mode  of  es- 
timation, because,  not  to  speak  of  the  peculiar  diction  of  individ- 
ual writers,  every  subject,  every  profession,  and  to  some  extent, 
every  locality,  has  its  own  nomenclature,  and  it  is  often  impossible 
to  decide  how  far  those  special  vocabularies  can  claim  to  form  a 
part  of  the  general  stock. 

Upon  the  whole,  we  may  say  that  English,  as  understood  and 
employed  by  the  great  majority  of  those  who  speak  it,  or,  in  other 
words,  that  portion  of  the  language  wliich  is  not  restricted  to  par- 
ticular callings  or  places,  but  is  common  to  all  intelligent  natives, 
is  derived  from  Anglo-Saxon,  Latin,  and  French.  Neither  its 
Focabulary  nor  its  structure  possesses  any  important  characteristic 
features  which  may  not  be  traced  directly  to  one  of  these  sources, 
although  the  number  of  individual  words  which  we  have  borrowed 

from  other  quarters  is  still  very  considerable.*  Dean  Trench 
*  ■  ' 

*  This  general  statement  most  be  qualified  by  the  admission  that  certain 
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makes  this  general  estimate  of  the  relative  proportions  between 
the  different  elements  of  English :  ^^  Suppose  the  English  language 
to  be  divided  into  a  hundred  parts ;  of  these,  to  make  a  rough 
distribution,  sixty  would  be  Saxon,  thirty  would  be  Latin,  includ- 
ing of  course  the  Latin  which  has  come  to  us  through  the  French, 
five  would  be  Greek ;  we  should  then  have  assigned  ninety-five 
parts,  leaving  the  other  five,  perhaps  too  large  a  residue,  to  be  di- 
vided among  all  the  other  languages,  from  which  we  have  adopted 
isolated  words."  This  estimate,  of  course,  applies  to  the  total 
vocabulary,  as  contained  in  the  completest  dictionaries.  Sharon 
Turner  gives  extracts  from  fifteen  classical  English  authors,  be- 
ginning with  Shakespeare  and  ending  with  Johnson,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  comparing  the  proportion  of  Saxon  words  used  by  these 
authors  respectively.  These  extracts  have  often  been  made  a  ba- 
ps for  estimates  of  the  proportion  of  English  words  in  actual  use 
derived  from  foreign  sources,  but  they  are  by  no  means  sufScient- 
ly  extensive  to  furnish  a  safe  criterion.  The  extracts  consist  of 
only  a  period  or  two  from  each  author,  and  a  few  of  them  extend 
beyond  a  hundred  words ;  none  of  them,  I  believe,  beyond  a  hun- 
dred and  fifty.  The  results  deduced  from  them  are,  as  would  be 
naturally  supposed,  erroneous ;  but,  such  as  they  are,  they  have 
been  too  generally  adopted  to  be  passed  without  notice,  and  they 
are  given  in  a  note  at  the  foot  of  the  page.*    Li  order  to  arrive 

grammatical  fonns  adopted  in  Northern  England  from  the  Danish  colonists 
passed  into  the  literary  dialect,  and  finally  became  established  modes  of  speech 
in  English.  I  have  known  one  American  family  in  which  the  Danish  verb  cU 
lakke  was  in  familiar  use,  and  they  commonly  said  '  it  lacks  towards  ten  o'clock/ 
for  '  it  is  near  ten  o'clock/  which  is  precisely  equivalent  to  the  Danish  dot  Idk' 
k&r  mod  U,    The  family  could  give  no  explanation  of  the  origin  of  the  phrase. 

*  The  most  convenient  and  intelligible  method  of  stating  the  results  is  by  the 
nomerical  percentage  of  words  from  different  sources  in  the  extracts  referred 
tD  in  the  text ;  according  to  these, — 

Shakespeare  uses  85  i)er  cent,  of  Anglo-Saxon,  15  of  other  words. 

a  tt  U  «« 

«  «  g  « 

«  0t  15  «« 

«  ft  17  «« 

«  «  19  «« 

<<  «  20  " 

24 

21 


Milton 

81 

Cowley            " 

89 

English  Bible  " 

97 

Thomson         " 

85 

Addison          " 

88 

Spenser           " 

81 

Locke 

80 

Pope 

76 

Young 

79 

104  ETYMOLOGICAL  PROPORTIONS  OF  WORDS.  [Lect.  vl 

at  satisfactory  conclusions  on  this  point,  more  tliorongh  and  ex- 
tensive research  is  necessary.  I  have  subjected  much  longer  ex 
tracts  from  several  authors  to  a  critical  examination,  and  the  re- 
sults I  am  about  to  state  are  in  all  cases  founded,  not  upon  average 
estunates  from  the  comparison  of  scattered  passages,  but  upon 
actual  enumeration.*  In  writers  whose  style  is  nearly  uniform,  I 
have  endeavored  to  select  characteristic  portions  as  a  basis  for 
computation ;  in  others,  whose  range  of  subject  and  variety  of 
expression  is  wide,  I  have  compared  their  different  styles  with 

Swift      uses  89  per  cent  of  Anglo-Saxon,  11  of  other  words. 
Robertson"  08      "  "82 

Hume        "  65      "  "85         " 

Gibbon      "  58      "  "  42 

Johnson     "  75      "  "  25  " 

A  comparison  of  these  results,  derived  from  single  paragraphs  containing 
from  sixty  or  seventy  to  a  hundred  and  fifty  words,  with  those  which  I  have 
deduced  from  the  examination  of  different  passages  from  the  same  and  other 
authors,  each  extending  to  several  thousand  words,  will  show  that  conclusions 
based  on  data  so  insignificant  in  amount  as  those  given  by  Turner,  are  entitled 
to  no  confidence  whatever.  The  extract  from  Swift  contains  ninety  words,  ten 
of  which,  or  eleven  per  cent.,  Turner  marks  as  foreign,  leaving  eighty-nine 
per  cent,  of  Anglo-Saxon.  Now  this  is  a  picked  sentence,  for  in  the  John  Bull, 
as  thoroughly  English  a  performance  as  any  of  Swiff s  works,  the  foreign 
words  are  in  the  proportion  of  at  least  fifteen  per  cent ;  in  his  History  of  the 
four  last  years  of  Queen  Anne,  twenty-eight  per  cent. ;  in  his  Political  Lying, 
more  than  thirty  per  cent. ;  and  in  this  latter  work,  many  passages  of  consid- 
erable length  may  be  found,  where  the  words  of  foreign  etymology  amount  to 
forty  per  cent.  On  the  other  hand,  Ruskin,  in  his  theoretical  discussions, 
often  employs  twenty-five  or  even  thirty  per  cent,  of  Latin  derivatives,  but  in 
the  first  six  periods  of  the  sixth  Exercise  in  his  Elements  of  Drawing,  contain- 
ing one  hundred  and  eight  words,  all  but  ttoo,  namely,  pcUe  and  practice,  are 
Anglo-Saxon.  My  own  comparisons,  though  embracing  more  than  two  hun- 
dred times  the  quantity  of  literary  material  examined  by  Turner,  are  still  in- 
sufficient in  variety  and  amount,  and  in  discrimination  of  classes  of  and  char- 
acter of  words,  to  establish  any  more  precise  conclusion  than  the  general  one 
stated  in  a  following  page,  namely  that  the  authors  of  the  present  day  use 
more  Anglo-Saxon  words,  proportionally,  than  do  writers  of  corresponding 
eminence  in  the  last  century. 

*  I  have  made  no  attempt  to  determine  the  etymological  proportions  of  our 
entire  verbal  stock,  because  I  believe  no  dictionary  contains  more  than  two- 
thirds,  or  at  most  three-fourths,  of  the  words  which  make  up  the  English  lan- 
guage. Dictionaries  are  made  from  books,  and  for  readers  of  books,  and  they 
all  omit  a  vast  array  of  words,  chiefly  Saxon,  which  belong  to  the  arts  and  tc 
the  hiunbler  fields  of  life,  and  which  have  not  yet  found  their  "way  into  literary 
circles. 
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reference  to  the  effect  produced  upon  them  by  difference  of  mat- 
ter and  of  purpose.  I  have  been  able  to  examine  the  total  vocab- 
ularies only  of  the  Ormultmi,  the  English  Bible,  Shakespeare, 
and  the  poetical  works  of  Milton,  because  these  are  the  only 
English  books  to  which  I  can  find  complete  verbal  indexes.  In 
these  instances,  the  comparison  of  the  entire  stock  of  words  pos- 
sessed, and  the  proportions  habitually  used  by  the  writers,  is  full  of 
interest  and  instruction,  and  I  regret  that  leisure  and  means  were  not 
afforded  for  making  similar  inquiries  respecting  the  vocabularies 
of  a  larger  number  of  eminent  authors  near  our  own  time.  In 
all  cases,  proper  names  are  excluded  from  the  estimates,  but  in 
computing  the  etymological  proportions  of  the  words  used  m  the 
extracts  exammedy  all  other  words,  of  whatever  grammatical  class, 
and  all  repetitions  of  the  same  words,  are  counted.  Thus,  in  the 
passage  extending  from  the  end  of  the  period  in  verse  362  of  the 
sixth  book  of  Paradise  Lost,  to  the  end  of  the  period  in  verse 
372,  there  are  seventy-two  words.  Eight  of  these  are  proper 
names  and  are  rejected,  but  all  the  other  words  are  counted,  though 
several  of  them  are  repetitions  of  particles  and  pronouns.  In  the 
comparison  of  the  total  vocaindarieSy  every  paH  of  speech  is 
counted  as  a  distinct  word,  but  all  the  inflected  forms  of  a  given 
verb  or  adjective  are  treated  as  composing  a  single  word.  Thus, 
sqfey  safdy^  safety^  and  sa/oe^  I  make  four  words,  but  sa/oCy  sa/oedy 
and  samngy  one,  as  also  safcy  safer y  safesty  one. 

I  have  made  no  attempt  to  assign  words  not  of  Anglo-Saxon 
origin  to  their  respective  sources,  but  it  may  be  assumed  in  gen- 
eral that  Greek  words,  except  the  modem  scientific  compounds, 
have  come  to  us  through  the  Latin,  and  both  in  this  case  and 
where  they  have  been  formed  directly  from  Greek  roots,  their 
orthography  is  usually  conformed  to  the  Latin  standard  for  simi- 
lar words.  Words  of  original  Latin  etymology  have  been,  as  will 
be  more  fully  shown  in  a  future  lecture,  in  the  great  majority  of 
instances,  borrowed  by  us  from  French,  and  are  still  used  in 
forms  more  in  accordance  with  the  French  than  with  the  Latin 
orthography.  The  proportion,  five  per  cent.,  allowed  by  Trench 
to  Greek  words,  I  think  too  great,  as  is  also  that  for  other  mis- 
cellaneous etymologies,  unless  we  follow  the  Celtic  school  in 
referring  to  a. Celtic  origin  all  roots  common  to  that  and  the 
Gothic  dialects. 
6* 
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Taking  the  authors  I  have  examined  chronologically,  I  find, 
with  respect  to  their  total  vocabulaHes,  that  in  that  of  the  Ormn- 
lum  (which  though  written  probably  not  far  from  the  year  1225, 
I  consider,  in  opposition  to  the  opinion  of  most  philologists,  as 
English  rather  than  as  semi-Saxon),  nearly  ninetynseven  per  cent 
of  the  words  are  Anglo-Saxon.*    In  the  vocabulary  of  Uie  £ng- 

*  With  the  ezoeption  of  a  very  few  Latin  tenns,  such  as  quadriga, 
Y  i  p  e  r  a ,  &c. ,  I  have  observed  in  Uie  Onnulum  no  word  of  foreign  etymology 
which  had  not  been  employed  by  Anglo-Saxon  writers,  and  thus  naturalized 
while  Anglo-Saxon  was  still  a  living  speech.  There  is  a  considerable  class  of 
Baxon  words,  some  of  them  very  important  with  reference  to  the  question  of 
the  moral  culture  of  the  people,  the  source  and  etymology  of  which  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  determine.  Law  and  right,  for  example,  are  by  many  etymologists  de- 
rived respectively  from  the  Latin  lex  and  rectus.  It  is  said  that  lagu 
and  lah  do  not  occur  in  Anglo-Saxon  before  the  reign  of  Edgar,  a.d.  969- 
1^5.  But  lagu  bears  the  same  relation  to  the  Saxon  verb  lecgan,  to  lay, 
to  iet  down,  that  the  Qerman  G  e  s  e  t  z  does  to  the  verb  s  e  t  z  e  n.  The  Mobso- 
Ck)thic  lagjan  is  the  equivalent  of  lecgan,  and  though  no  noim  etymo- 
logicaUy  corresponding  to  law  occurs  in  the  slender  remains  we  possess  of 
that  literature,  yet  a  similar  word  is  found  in  Old-Northern  as  well  as  in 
Swedish  and  Danish.  We  have  in  the  eighteenth  stanza  of  the  Y Olo-spi, 
one  of  the  oldest  poems  of  the  £dda,  I>8Br  lavg  lavgdo,  ihej  enaeUi 
statutes,  UUd  dawn  the  law.  We  cannot  well  doubt  that  lavg  and  lavgdo 
are  related  words,  and  it  is  not  denied  that  the  verb,  as  well  as  its  cognates  in 
the  sister  tongues,  is  of  primitive  Gothic  origin.  We  find  in  the  Saxon  Chroni- 
cle MLXXXVII.,  an  expression  very  similar  to  that  quoted  above  from  the 
Edda,  and  in  near  connection  with  it  the  verb  set  tan  in  the  same  sense  ai 
the  Ger.  setzen,  to  appoint  or  decree :  "He  saette  mycel  deorfri^,  and 
he  IsBgde  laga  f>8Br  wiiS,  f>at  swa  hwa  swa  sloge  heort  oiS^e  hinde,  j^al 
hine  man  sceolde  blendian.  *  *  Eac  he  sstte  be  f»am  haran,  |»at  hi 
mosten  freo  faran." 

I  know  not  why  we  should  question  the  etymological  relationship  between 
1  ffi  g  d  e  and  laga,  and  if  these  words  are  connected,  there  is  no  reason  for 
going  to  the  Latin  for  the  derivation  of  law. 

Jomandes,  who  wrote  in  the  sixth  century,  has  a  word  apparently  from  the 
same  root,  and  even  approximating  to  our  by-law :  Nam  ethicam  eas  enidivit, 
ut  barbaricos  mores  ab  eis  compesceret ;  physicam  tradens  naturaliter  propriif 
logibus  vivere  fecit,  quas  usque  nunc  conscriptas  bellagines  (Ihre,  and 
some  others,  read,  bilagines)  nuncupant, — De  Reb.  Get.  cap.  xi. 

Right  is  found  not  only  in  Anglo-Saxon  ( r  i  h  t ) ,  but  in  all  the  cognate  lan- 
guages, and  it  is  certainly  improbable  that  tJie  Moeso-Goths  of  the  fourth  cen- 
tury borrowed  from  the  Latin  rectus  their  raihts,  right,  just,  and 
g  a  r  a  i  h  t  s ,  righteous,  which,  with  several  derivatives  from  them,  are  used  by 
Ulphilas. 

We  are,  therefore,  entitled  to  consider  law  and  right,  and  all  their  deriva- 
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lifih  Bible,  sixty  per  cent  are  native ;  in  that  of  Shakespeare  thb 
proportion  is  very  nearly  the  same ;  while  of  the  stock  of  words 
employed  in  the  poetical  works  of  Milton,  less  than  thirty-three 
per  cent,  are  Anglo-Saxon. 

But  when  we  examine  the  proportions  in  which  authors  actu- 
ally employ  the  words  at  their  command,  we  find  that,  even  in 
those  whose  total  vocabulary  embraces  the  greatest  number  of 
I^tin  and  other  foreign  vocables,  the  Anglo-Saxon  still  largely 
predominates.    Thus: 

Bobertof  Gloster,  narrative  of  Conquest,  pp. 

354,  364,  employs  of  Anglo-Saxon  words,     Ninetynsix  per  cent. 
Ploughman,  Introduction,  entire,  Eighly-eight  per  cent. 

Paasus  Decimus-Quartus,  entire,  Eighty-four  per  cent. 

Decimua-nonus  and  vicesimus,  en- 
tire. Eighty-nine  per  cent. 
Creed,  entire.                                               Ninety-four  per  cent. 
Chaucer,  F^logue  to  Canterbury  Tales,  first 

420  verses,*  Eighty-eight  per  cent 

tives,  as  at  least  primft  facie  English  and  not  Latin  words.  At  the  same  time» 
it  must  be  remembered  that  /Utiory  has  taught  us  almost  nothing  of  the  moral 
and  linguistic  relations  between  the  Romans  and  the  progenitors  of  the  mod- 
em €k>thic  and  Celtic  tribes,  except  that  in  culture  and  civilization,  as  well  as 
in  material  power,  the  Latin  was  the  superior  race,  and  that  Rome  was  in  a 
I)08iti(m  to  exercise  an  immense  moral  as  well  as  social  influence  over  those 
rude  ix>pulations.  With  respect,  therefore,  to  the  vocabulary  of  law,  of  po- 
litical life,  and  of  intellectual  action,  wo  are  treading  on  uncertain  ground, 
when  we  positively  affirm  the  domestic  origin  of  a  Gothic  or  Celtic  root  re- 
sembling a  Latin  one,  and  we  can  seldom  be  sure  that  such  words  have  not 
passed  directly  from  the  latter  to  the  former,  instead  of  descending  from  a 
common  but  remote  source. 

*  For  the  purpose  of  determining  more  satisfactorily  the  true  character  of 
the  diction  of  Langland  and  of  Chaucer,  I  have  counted  both  the  diilorent 
words  of  foreign  derivation  and  the  repetitions  of  them,  in  the  Pasflus  Dcci- 
mus-Quartus  of  Piers  Ploughman  and  in  an  equal  amount  of  the  Prolo/^ie 
to  the  Canterbury  Tales.  Exclusive  of  quotations  and  proper  namcH.  the 
Passus  Dedmus-Quartus  contains  somewhat  less  than  8,200  words.  Of  th(»e, 
including  repetitions,  500,  or  sixteen  per  cent.,  are  of  Latin  or  French  origin, 
and  as  there  are  about  180  repetitions,  the  number  of  different  foreign  words 
is  about  820,  or  ten  per  cent  In  the  first  420  verses  of  the  Prologue  to  the 
Canterbury  Tales,  the  number  of  words  is  the  same,  or  about  8,200,  of  which, 
including  repetitions,  about  870,  or  rather  less  than  twelve  percent.,  arc  Ro« 
mance.  The  repetitions  are  but  70,  and  there  remain  800,  or  rather  more 
than  nine  per  cent  of  differeni  foreign  words.  In  either  point  of  view,  then, 
Chaucer's  vocabulary  is  more  purely  Anglo-Saxon  than  that  of  Langland.    It 
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Chaucer,  Nonnes  Preestes  Tale,  entire, 
Squiers  Tale,  entire, 
Prose  Tale  of  Meliboeus,  in  about' 
8,000  words. 
Sir  Thomas  More,  coronation  of  Bichaid  HL 

Sec,*  seven  folio  pa^^es, 
Spenser,  Faerie  Queene,  Book  IL  Canto  VIL, 
New  Testament: 

John's  Gospel,  chap.  L  IV.  XVH, 
Matthew,  chap.  VIL  XVH.  XVllL, 
Luke,  chap.  V.  Xn.  XTTTT., 
Eomans,  chap.  n.  Vn.  XL  XV., 
Shakespeare,  Henry  IV.,  Part  L,  Act  IL, 

Othello,  Act  v.. 
Tempest,  Act  L, 
Milton,  L' Allegro, 
nPenseroso, 
Paradise  Lost,  Book  VI., 
Addison,  several  numbers  of  Spectator, 
Pope,  First  Epistle,  and  Essay  on  Man, 
Swift,  Political  Lying, 

John  BuU,  several  chapters. 
Four  last  years  of  Queen  Anne,  to  the 
end  of  sketch  of  Lord  Cowper, 
Johnson,  preface  to  Dictionary,  entire, 
Junius,  Letters  XTT.  and  XXIIL, 
Hume,  History  of  England,  general  sketch 
of  Commonwealth,  forming  conclusion 
of  chap.  TiX., 


<i 


i( 


ti 


it 


(t 


ti 


Ninety-tliree  per  cent 
Ninety-one  per  cent. 

Eighty-nine  per  cent. 

Eighty-four  per  cent. 
£ighty-«dx  per  cent. 

Ninety-«ix  per  cent 
Ninety-three  per  cent 
Ninety-two  per  cent 
Ninety  per  cent 
Ninety-one  per  cent 
Eighty-nine  per  cent 
Eighty-eight  per  cent 
Ninety  per  cent 
Eighty-three  per  cent 
Eighty  per  cent 
Eighty-two  per  cent 
Eighty  per  cent 
Sixty-eight  per  cent 
Eighty-five  per  cent 

Seventy-two  per  cent 
Seventy-two  per  cent 
Seventy-dx  per  cent 


Seventy-three  percent 


must  be  remembered,  however,  that  there  are  few  Romance  words  in  Piers 
Ploughman  which  are  not  found  in  other  English  writers  of  as  early  a  date, 
while  Chaucer  has  many  which  occur  for  the  first  time  in  his  yerses,  and 
were  doubtless  introduced  by  him. 

*  Ellis  (Preface  to  reprint  of  Hardynge)  doubts  whether  the  life  of  Richard 
in.,  commonly  ascribed  to  Sir  T.  More,  was  really  written  by  him ;  but 
Ascbam  treats  it  as  his,  and  in  the  edition  of  More's  works  prepared  by  his 
nephew,  and  printed  in  1557,  the  preliminary  note  to  the  Life  of  Richard 
states  expressly  that  it  was  composed  by  Sir  Thomas  about  the  year  1518, 
when  he  was  sheriff  of  London,  and  that  It  is  now  printed  from  "  a  copie  of 
his  own  hand."  The  internal  evidence  is,  indeed,  with  Ellis ;  for,  In  ix>int 
of  style,  this  work  is  much  superior  to  any  of  More's  undisputed  producticmsy 
and,  in  fact,  deserves  the  high  praise  which  Hallam  has  bestowed  upon  it 
Still,  I  think  there  is  hardly  sufficient  groimd  for  denying  the  authorship  to 
More,  and  I  have  selected  it  as  the  best  example  of  original  English  of  that 
period. 
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Gibbon,  Decbne  and  Fall,  vol.  L,  chap.  VIL, 
Webster,  Second  Speech  on  Foot's  Besolu- 
tion,  entire,* 
%  Stout  Gentleman, 
Westminster  Abbey, 
Macaulay,  Essay  on  Lord  Bacoiiy 
Channing,  Essay  on  MUton, 
Oobbett,  on  Indian  Com,  chap.  XL, 
Presoott,  Philip  II.,  B.  L,  c.  IX, 
Bancroft,  History,  yoL  YIL,  Battle  of  Bunk- 
er Hill, 
Bryant,  Death  of  the  Flower, 

**       Thanatopsis, 
Mrs.  Browning,  Cry  of  the  Children, 

Crowned  and  Buried, 
Lost  Bower, 
Bobert  Browning,  Blougram's  Apology, 
Eyerett,  Eulogy  on  J.  Q.  Adams,  last  twenty 


(i 


i< 


Ticknor,  History  of  Spanish  literature. 
Period  IL,  chap.  L, 

Tennyson,  The  Lotus  Eaters, 

* '  In  Memoriam,  first  twenty  poems. 

Buskin,  Modem  Painters,  yoL  H.,  Part  HL, 
Sec  n.,  Chap.  Y.  Of  the  Superhuman 
Ideal, 

Buskin,  Elements  of  Drawing,  first  six  exer- 
cises, 

Longfellow,  lAlles  Standish,  entire, 

Hartineau,  Endeayors  after  the  Christian 
Life,  UL  Discourse, 


Seyenty  per  cent. 

Seyenty-fiye  per  cent 
Eighty-fiye  per  cent. 
Seyenty-seyen  per  cent 
Seyenty-fiye  per  cent 
Seyenty-fiye  per  cent 
Eighty  per  cent 
Seyenty-seyen  percent 

Seyenty-eight  per  cent 
Ninety-two  per  cent. 
Eighty-four  per  cent 
Ninety-two  per  cent 
Eighty-three  per  cent 
Seyentynseyen  per  cent 
Eighty-four  per  cent 

Seyenty-six  per  cent 

Seyenty-three  per  cent 
Eighty-seyen  per  cent 
Eighty-nine  per  cent 


Seyenty-three  per  cent 

Eighty-four  per  cent. 
Eightynseyen  per  cent 

Seyenty-four  per  cent 


The  most  interesting  result  of  these  comparisons,  perhaps  the 
only  one  which  they  can  be  said  to  establish,  is  the  fact,  that 
the  best  writers  of  the  present  day  habitually  employ,  in  both 
poetry  and  prose,  a  larger  proportion  of  Anglo-Saxon  words  than 


*  The  apparently  large  proportion  of  words  of  Latin  origin  in  this  great 
speech,  popularly  known  as  the  Reply  to  Hayne,  is  chiefly  due  to  the  frequent 
recurrence  of  '  Congress/  '  constitution/  and  other  technical  terms  of  Ameri- 
can political  law.  Wherever  it  was  not  necessary  to  employ  tliese  expressions, 
the  style  is  much  more  Saxon.  Thus,  in  the  eulogy  on  Massachusetts,  con- 
taining more  than  two  hundred  words,  eighty-four  per  cent,  are  native,  and  in 
the  peroration,  beginning,  '  Ckxi  grant,'  &c.,  the  Anglo-Saxon  words  are  in 
the  proiwrtion  of  eighty  per  cent. 
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the  best  writers  of  the  last  century.  This  conclusion  is  not  de- 
duced alone  from  the  numerical  computations  just  given,  for  in 
estimating  the  relative  prominence  of  a  particular  element  in  the 
vocabulary,  we  must  take  into  view  the  whole  extent  of  that 
vocabulary.  Now,  in  this  latter  particular,  there  has  been  a  great 
change  since  the  time  of  Johnson ;  for  while  the  number  of  Sazcnl 
words  remains  the  same,  there  has  been,  within  a  hundred  yearfl^ 
a  large  increase  in  terms  of  alien  origin.  Some  older  native 
words,  it  is  true,  have  been  revived,  but  these  are  not  numerous. 
On  the  other  hand,  scarcely  a  word  that  Johnson  and  his  contem- 
poraries would  have  used  has  become  obsolete,  while  the  necessi- 
ties of  art,  science,  commerce,  and  industry,  have  introduced 
many  thousands  of  Latin,  French,  and  o^er  foreign  terms. 
Hence,  with  respect  to  vocabulary,  the  writers  of  this  generation 
are  naturally,  and  almost  necessarily,  in  the  position  in  which 
Milton  was  exceptionally  and  artificially.  The  stock  of  words 
they  possess  contains  more  Latin  than  Saxon  elements ;  the  dialect 
in  which  they  accustom  themselves  to  think  and  write  is,  in  much 
the  largest  proportion,  home-bom  English.  This  recognition  of 
the  superior  force  and  fitness  of  a  Saxon  phraseology,  for  all  pur- 
poses where  it  can  be  employed  at  all,  is  the  most  encouraging  of 
existing  indications  with  respect  to  the  tendencies  of  our  mother- 
tongue,  as  a  medium  of  literary  effort. 

Had  words  of  Latin  and  French  etymology  been  proportionally 
as  numerous  in  the  time  of  Johnson  and  of  Gibbon  as  they  now 
are,  those  authors,  instead  of  employing  twenty-eight  or  thirty 
per  cent,  of  such  words,  would  scarcely  have  contented  themselves 
with  less  than  fifty.  And  had  either  of  them  attempted  the 
sesthetical  theories  so  eloquently  discussed  by  Kuskin,  with  the 
knowledge  and  the  stock  of  words  possessed  by  that  masterly 
writer,  their  Saxon  would  have  been  confined  to  particles,  pro- 
nouns, and  auxiliaries,  the  mere  wheel-work  of  syntactical  move- 
ment. 

Johnson  thought  that  "  if  the  terms  of  natural  knowledge  werd 
extracted  from  Bacon ;  the  phrases  of  policy,  war,  and  navigation 
from  Kaleigh ;  and  the  diction  of  common  life  from  Shakespeare, 
few  ideas  would  be  lost  to  mankind  for  want  of  English  words  in 
which  they  might  be  expressed."  At  present,  the  works  of  Baood 
hardly  furnish  terms  for  the  precise  enunciation  of  any  one  truth 
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of  physical  science ;  nor  would  any  English  writer  now  think  it 
possible  to  narrate  the  history  of  a  political  revolution,  to  discuss 
the  principles  of  modem  government  or  of  political  economy,  to 
detail  the  events  of  a  campaign  or  a  voyage,  or  to  describe  a  battle, 
in  the  words  of  Saleigh.  Besides  all  this,  the  diffusion  of  know- 
ledge, and  of  material  appliances  and  comforts,  has  made  the  dia- 
lects of  all  the  sciences  more  or  less  a  part  of  the  ^^  diction  of  com- 
mon life,"  and  therefore  we  can  no  longer  converse,  even  on  fire- 
side topics,  altogether  in  the  language  of  Shakespeare.  I  do  not 
think  it  at  all  extravagant  to  say  that  the  number  of  authorized 
English  words,  the  great  mass  of  which  is  understood  if  not  actu- 
ally used  by  all  intelligent  persons,  is  larger,  by  at  least  one-fifth, 
than  it  was  in  the  middle  of  the  eighteentii  century ;  and  this 
great  accretion  of  familiar  vocables  consists  almost  wholly  of  im- 
ported termB.  Yet  if  we  compare  the  usual  proportion  of  Anglo- 
Saxon  words  employed  by  good  writers  of  that  epoch  and  of  this 
with  the  whole  vocabularies  known  to  them  respectively,  we  shall 
find  the  relative  prominence  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  much  greater  in 
our  own  time;  for  though  we  know  numerically  more  foreign 
words,  we  actually  use  proportionally  fewer  in  literary  composi- 
tion. 

The  relation  between  Milton's  entire  verbal  resources  and  his 
habitual  economy  in  the  use  of  them,  is  most  remarkable.  Some 
words  of  Greek  and  Latin  origin,  indeed,  such  as  adr,  cmgd^force^ 
glory ^  grace^jvst^  mortal^  movej  nature^  pwrt^  peace^  &c.,  occur 
very  often,  but  many  of  the  foreign  words  employed  by  him  are 
found  in  but  a  single  passage,  whereas  the  Saxon  words  are  very 
many  times  repeated.  Nor  is  the  predominance  of  such  to  be  as- 
cribed to  the  number  of  particles  or  other  small  words,  for  of  these 
Hilton  is  very  sparing ;  and  if  we  translate  almost  any  period  in 
Paradise  Lost  into  Latin,  we  shall  find  the  difference  between  the 
number  of  determinative  words  in  the  original  and  the  translation 
by  no  means  large.  All  this  is  true,  though  in  a  less  degree,  of 
Shakespeare,  and  as  illustrating  the  infrequency  in  his  works  of 
Latin  words,  now  common,  I  may  observe  that  abrupt^  cmibig- 
wmSy  arUesSj  congratvlate^  improbable^  vmproper^  improve^  imr- 
pwre,  inconvenient,  incredible,  are  all  djraS  Xeyopteva^  once  used 
words,  with  the  great  dramatist. 

Li  comparing  the  linguistic  elements  which  enter  into  the  dia- 
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BeBsed  what  may  fairly  claim  to  be  considered  an  independent  lit- 
erature, before  their  adoption  of  Christianity.  The  Old-Northern 
and  Germanic  languages  had  accordingly  been  carried  to  a  higher 
degree  of  polish  and  refinement  than  the  Anglo-Saxon,  and  they 
both  less  needed,  and  were  less  susceptible  of  receiving,  gram- 
matical improvement  from  foreign  sources.  We  consequently 
find,  even  in  the  most  ancient  forms  in  which  the  Anglo-Saxon, 
itself  but  a  compromise  between  discordant  dialects^*  has  come 
down  to  us,  a  structure  more  resembling  that  of  the  Komance 
languages  than  we  meet  in  Old-Northern  or  in  German.  The  ar- 
rangement of  the  period,  the  whole  syntax,  had  been  evidently 
already  infiuenced,  and  the  native  infiections  (if,  indeed,  they  ever 
had  been  moulded  into  a  harmonious  system)  diminished  in  num- 
ber, variety,  and  distinctness.  The  tendencies  which  have  result- 
ed in  the  formation  of  modem  English  had  been  already  im- 
pressed upon  the  Anglo-Saxon  before  the  Norman  Conquest ;  and 
the  more  complete  establishment  of  the  ecclesiastical  domination 
of  Home  had  introduced  some  Latin  and  French  words,  and  ex- 
pelled from  use  a  corresponding  portion  of  the  native  vocabulary. 
It  even  appears  that  the  Romance  dialect  of  Normandy  had  par- 
tially supplanted  the  Saxon  as  early  aa  the  reign  of  Edward  the 
Confessor,  and  it  is  stated  to  have  been  a  good  deal  used  at  that 
time  at  court,  in  judicial  proceedings,  and  in  the  pulpitf 

*  See  Lecture  ii. 

t  Able  philologists  have  denied  that  the  change  which  took  place  in  the  ver- 
nacular in  the  eleventh,  twelfth,  and  thirtt^nth  centuries,  was,  in  any  consider- 
able degree,  due  to  the  influence  of  the  Nurman  invaders,  and  it  is  argued  that 
the  same  change  would  have  taken  place  without  the  Conquest.  It  is,  I  be- 
lieve, denied  by  none  that  the  language  and  literature  of  England  were  very 
powerfully  affected  by  that  influence  in  the  fourteenth  century,  and  those  who 
maintain  the  theory  in  question,  ask  us  to  believe,  that  though  the  relations 
between  the  immigrant  and  the  indigenous  population  were  still  substantially 
the  same,  yet  the  causes  which  proved  so  energetic  in  the  reign  of  Edward  III. 
had  been  absolutely  inert  for  two  hundred  and  fifty  years,  and  then  suddenly 
and  spontaneously  sprung  into  full  action.  I  do  not  suppose  it  possible  to  dis- 
tinguish between  the  effects  produced  by  ecclesiastical  Latin  and  by  secular 
Norman,  but  to  refuse  to  either  of  them  a  share  in  bringing  about  the  change 
from  the  Anglo-Saxon  of  Alfred  to  the  English  of  the  reign  of  Henry  III.  is  to 
ascribe  to  the  Anglican  tongue  an  unsusceptibility  to  external  influences,  which 
contrasts  strangely  with  the  history  of  its  subsequent  mutations. 

Price  finds  confirmation  of  this  theory  in  alleged  corresponding  changes  of 
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The  causes  which  have  led  to  the  adoption  of  so  large  a  pro- 
portion of  foreign  words,  and  at  the  same  time  produced  so  im- 
portant modifications  in  the  signification  of  many  terms  originally 
English,  are  very  various.  The  most  obvious  of  these  are  the 
early  Christiauization  of  the  English  nation,  a  circumstance  not 
always  sufficiently  considered  in  the  study  of  our  linguistic  history ; 
the  Norman  conquest ;  the  Crusades ;  and  especially  the  mechan- 
ical industry  and  commercial  enterprise  of  the  British  people,  the 
former  of  which  has  compelled  them  to  seek,  in  the  markets  of 
the  whole  earth,  both  the  material  for  industrial  elaboration  and 
a  vent  for  their  manufactures ;  the  latter  has  made  them  the  com- 
mon carriers  and  brokers  of  the  world.  With  so  many  points  of 
external  contact,  so  many  conduits  for  the  transmission  of  every 
species  of  foreign  influence,  it  would  imply  a  great  power  of  re- 
pulsion and  resistance  in  the  English  tongue  if  it  had  not  become 
eminently  composite  in  its  substance  and  in  its  organization.  In 
fact,  it  has  so  completely  adapted  itself  to  the  uses  and  wants  of 
Christian  society,  as  exemplified  by  the  Anglo-Saxon  race  in  the 
highest  forms  to  which  associate  life  has  anywhere  attained,  that 
it  well  deserves  to  be  considered  the  model  speech  of  modem  hu- 
manity, nearly  achieving  in  language  the  realization  of  that  great 
ideal  which  wise  men  are  everywhere  seeking  to  make  the  funda- 
mental law  of  political  organization,  the  union  of  freedom,  stability, 
and  progress. 

the  Low  German  dialects,  and  Latham  in  those  of  the  Danish  and  Swedish. 
But  the  Low  German,  and  the  Danish  and  Swedish,  have  been  exposed,  not 
indeed  to  precisely  the  same  causes  of  revolution  as  the  Anglo-Saxon,  but  to 
somewhat  analogous  influences,  and  in  all  these  cases  the  nature  and  amount 
of  change  is,  not  corresponding  to  that  of  the  Anglo-Saxon,  but  almost  exactly 
proportioned  to  the  character  and  amoimt  of  extraneous  disturbing  force.  The 
Latin  has  operated  more  or  less  on  all  of  them.  The  Icelandic,  isolated 
as  it  is,  has  remained  almost  the  same  for  seven  centuries ;  the  Swedish,  and 
the  dialects  pf  secluded  districts  in  Norway,  being  less  exposed  to  foreign  in- 
fluences than  the  Danish,  retain  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  characteristics 
of  the  Old-Northern,  while  the  language  of  Denmark,  a  coimtiy  bordering 
upon  Germany,  and  bound  to  it  by  a  thousand  ties,  has  become  almost  half 
Teutonic.  If  then  we  are  to  refer  such  changes  to  inherent  iendenetes  only,  how 
are  we  to  explain  these  diversities  between  dialects,  which,  even  after  the  birth 
of  what  is  distinctively  the  English  language,  were  still  nearly  identical  ?  See 
Sir  F.  Madden's  Preface  to  Layamon,  p.  1,  and  the  authorities  there  cited. 
8ee  also  Lecture  xvii. 


116  PERFECTION  OF  ENGLISH.  ILbct.  Vl 

It  is  a  question  of  mach  interest  how  far  the  different  constitn 
ents  of  English  have  influenced  each  other,  or  in  other  words, 
how  far  each  ciaas  of  them  has  impressed  its  own  formal  charao- 
teristics  upon  those  derived  from  a  different  source.  Let  us  take 
the  reciprocal  influence  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  and  the  Latin.  We 
shall  find  it  a  general  rule,  that  where  the  English  word  is  made 
up  of  a  Latin  root  with  new  terminal  syllables,  or  suffixes,  which 
modify  the  signification  of  the  word  or  determine  the  grammati- 
cal class  to  which  it  belongs,  those  syllables  are  Saxon,  while  in- 
stances of  Saxon  radicals  with  Latin  terminations  are  compara- 
tively rare.  "With  respect  to  prefixes,  however,  which,  with  the 
root,  usually  constitute  compounds,  not  derivatives,  the  case  is 
otherwise,  and  we  have  generally  employed  Latin  prefixes  with 
Latin  roots,*  seldom  or  never  Latin  prepositions  with  Saxon  root& 
We  have  indeed  taken  most  of  our  Latin  words  entire  in  some 
derivative  shape,  as  they  were  formed  and  employed  by  the  Lat- 
ins themselves  or  the  French  after  them,  and  thus  the  two  great 
classes  remain  distinct  in  form,  each  following  its  own  original 
law ;  nevertheless  if  there  is  a  change,  the  Latin  yields.  The 
Saxon  roots  with  Latin  passive  terminations  are  chiefly  adjectives 
like  eotable,  bearo&Z^,  carriagea&2d,  boat^^^,  reada^,  to  a  few  of 
which  custom  has  reconciled  us ;  but  many  words  of  this  class 
employed  by  old  writers,  such  as  doaJfo,  are  obsolete,  and  the  ear 
revolts  at  once  at  a  new  application  of  this  ending ;  whereas  we 
accept,  without  scruple,  Latin  and  French  roots  with  a  Saxon  ter- 
inination.f     MbtionlesSj  painiulj  ^amless,  joyhA^  jat/leaSy  and 

*  The  Saxon  inseparable  privatiye  u  a  •  is  an  exception,  a  majority  of  our 
words  beginning  with  this  prefix  being  of  Romance  origin.  At  present,  we 
incline  to  harmonize  our  etymology  by  substituting  the  Latin  in-  for  the 
native  particle,  in  words  of  foreign  extraction.  For  example,  incapable  is 
now  exclusively  used  for  the  older  unc&pable. 

Palsgrave  in  his  list  of  verbs,  p.  650,  gives  us  louteept  for  /  except,  but  I 
have  not  met  with  this  anomalous  compound  elsewhere,  though  auttake  for 
eaocept  is  very  common  in  early  English. 

f  There  is  a  Saxon  noim,  of  rare  occurrence,  dbal,  signifying  abilitif,  to 
which  this  termination  might  be  referred.  Did  we  not  find  in  Icelandic  a 
corresponding  root,  a  b  1  or  a  f  1 ,  which  exists  in  too  many  forms  to  be  other- 
wise than  indigenous,  I  should  suspect  dbal  to  be  itself  derived  from  the 
Latin  adjective  h  a  b  i  1  i  s .  The  historical  evidence  is  in  favor  of  deriving  our 
adjectival  ending  in  -Ide  from  the  Latin  -abilis,  -ibilis,  through  the 
French    -able,      ible.    In  eaily  English,  this  termination  had  by  no 
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even  ceaseleaSy  almost  the  only  instance  of  the  use  of  the  priyatiye 
ending  with  a  verbal  root,*  offend  no  Englishman's  sense  of  con- 
groity ;  nor  do  we  hesitate  to  extend  the  process,  and  to  say^oy- 
leaa^nesa^  and  the  like.  Foreign  verbs  we  conjugate  according  to 
the  Saxon  weak  form,  but  I  remember  scarcely  an  instance  of 
the  application  of  the  strong  conjugation,  with  tiie  letter-change, 
to  a  Bomance  rootf  We  compare  foreign  adjectives  after  the 
Saxon  fashion,  by  the  addition  of  the  syllables  -er  and  -esty  except 
that  recently,  in  conformity  to  a  rule  which  has  no  foundation  in 
good  taste  or  in  the  practice  of  the  best  writers,  we  have,  in  poly- 
syllables, almost  exclusively  employed  the  comparison  by  more 
and  mast.  The  rule  I  speak  of  probably  originated  in  a  sense  of 
incongruity  in  the  adaptation  of  the  Saxon  form  of  comparison 
to  adjectives  borrowed  from  the  French,  and  ending,  as  modified 
by  English  orthoepy,  in  -ovs.  The  adjectives  with  this  ending 
have  all  two,  perhaps  most  of  them  three,  syllables,  and  thus  a 
repugnance,  which  at  first  belonged  only  to  die  termination,  was 

means  a  uniformly  xnasive  force,  and  it  formerly  ended  many  words  where 
we  have  now  replaced  it  by  -al  and  -ful.  Thus,  in  Holland's  Pliny,  medicin- 
<Me  is  always  used  instead  of  medicinal/  Fisher,  in  his  Sermon  had  at  the 
Moneth  Minde  of  the  noble  Prynces  Margarete,  countesse  of  Richmonde  and 
Darbye,  has  vengeo^  for  vengqfu^,  and  Hooker  (Discourse  of  Justification) 
has  powero^  for  ix>we^u/.  Similar  forms  often  occur  in  Shakespeare.  We 
sdU  say  delecta6fo  for  deUght/uJ,  but  this  Ib  going  out  of  use.  ImpeccoMtf, 
however,  maintains  its  ground  among  theologians,  and  comforto^fo  is  too 
strongly  rooted  to  be  disturbed.  In  an  article  on  Japan  in  the  London  DaiUy 
Nmt9  of  October  26, 1864, 1  find  mention  of  a  "  tradal  passage  "  into  the  In- 
land Sea,  meaning  a  passage  navigable  for  and  used  by  merchant  ships. 

This  ending  not  imf requently  made  the  adjective  a  sort  of  gerundial,  and 
hence  "  it  is  consideroM^,"  in  the  literature  of  the  seventeenth  century,  gener- 
ally meant "  it  is  to  be  considered."  The  adjective  rdiaMe,  in  the  sense  of  wor- 
ihy  of  eonfidenee,  is  altogether  unidiomatic.  The  termination  in  -il^s  is  rather 
more  uncertain  in  its  force  than  that  in  -able,  Milton's  use  of  yisibU  in  Para- 
dise Lost,  I.  68,  is  remarkable.  ''  Darkness  visible"  is  not  darkness  as  itself 
an  object  of  vision,  a  mere  curtain  of  black  impenetrable  cloud,  but  it  is  a 
sable  gloom,  through  which,  in  spite  of  its  profound  obscurity,  the  fearful 
things  it  shrouded  were  supematurally  "  visible." 

*  Qower  (Pauli's  edition,  U.  211,  214)  uses  haveleae,  but  I  do  not  know  that 
this  word  is  f oimd  elsewhere.     Tireless  and  resistless  occur  in  good  writers. 

t  The  participial  adjective  distraught  from  distract  is  a  case  of  this  sort,  and 
Spenser  (Faerie  Queene,  B.  I.  c.  YI.  St  48)  has  rctile  for  rolled,  the  preterite 
of  roll,  but  there  is  some  doubt  whether  roU  is  not  of  Anglo-Saxon,  or  at  least 
Gothic  parentage. 


118  INSIGNIFIOAI^OE  OF  CELTIC.  [Lect.  VI 

gradually  extended  to  native  words  resembling  the  French  ad 
jectives  in  the  number  of  their  syllables.  Ascham  writes  {nven- 
tivestj  Bacon  honorailest,  and  (mcientery  Fuller  bmmentest^  do- 
quenter^  Hooker  leamedestj  solemneaty  fomumaest^  virttiousestj 
with  the  comparative  and  superlative  adverbs  wisdier^  easilter, 
hardHe^^  Sidney  even  repmingest^  Coleridge  safdiest^  and  simi- 
lar forms  occur  abundantly  in  Shakespeare.*  In  fact,  the  rule 
never  was  adopted  by  thoroughly  English  authors,  and  is  happily 
Uttle  observed  by  the  best  usage  of  the  present  day. 

To  one  acquainted  with  the  history  of  Great  Britain,  the  com- 
parative insignificance  of  the  Celtic  element,  both  aa  respects  the 
grammar  and  the  vocabulary  of  English,  is  a  surprising  fact,  and 
the  want  of  more  distinct  traces  of  Celtic  influence  in  the  develop- 
ment of  the  Continental  languages  is  equally  remarkablcf 

*  Even  the  names  of  the  cardinal  points  were  formerly  sometimes  compared 
by  the  argumentatiye  method.  Thus,  in  the  curiously  minute  account  of  the 
comet  of  the  eleventh  year  of  Edward  lY.  in  Warkworth's  Chronicle,  printed 
l^  the  Cam.  Soc.,  it  is  said:  *  *  "and  it  arose  M<0r  and  Mtor,  till  it  arose  fuU 
tMU,  and  raOier  and  raXker** — ^p.  22.  In  cognate  Danish,  all  active  and  most 
passive  participles,  all  adjectives  compounded  of  adjective  and  noun,  as 
bredsktoldrei,  and  many  polysyllables,  are  compared  by  tneer  and  tnecti.  This 
mode  of  comparison  is  little  used  in  Icelandic  and  not  at  all  in  Moeso-Gothic 
As  for  the  Dutch,  see  Brill,  Ifederlandisehe  Sprcuikleer,  p.  208.  We  have  in 
English,  uppermost,  foremosty  hindmost,  inmost,  outermost,  utmost,  and  in  pro- 
vincial English,  bettermost,  Gil  lays  down  these  rules  for  the  comparison  of 
adjectives : 

Per  er  et  est  non  comparantur  verbalia  activa  in  ing;  ut  luting  amans ;  neo 
passiva ;  ut  luved  amatus,  taught  doctus ;  uti  nee  composita  cum  abl,  ful,  les, 
yk,  *  * ;  neque  etiam  ilia  quae  perjv  (ive),  ish,  et  multa  quae  per  y  (ly),  aut 
us  *  *  *  .  Hue  etiam  refer  materialia,  ut  g6ldn  aureus,  stoTii  lapidcus : 
item  qu8B  tempus  significant  et  ordinem  *  * ;  ut  winirj  hibemus,  second, 
third,  Et  quamvis  aliquando  audias  stdnier,  aut  f ftmaser,  tamen  pro  libertate 
loquendi  tolerabilius  erit  sermo,  potius  quam  laudabilis  scriptura.  Per  m'gna 
tamen  omnia  ferd  quse  diximus  comparantur ;  ut  mdr  luving,  most  luting,  etc. 
— Alex.  Gil,  Logon,  Aug.,  1621,  p.  36. 

It  will  be  observed  that  with  Gil  the  mode  of  comparison  depended  on  the 
ending,  not  on  the  length  of  the  adjective. 

f  See  similar  views  as  to  insignificance  of  Celtic  element  in  French :  Brachet, 
Gram.  Hist.,  21.  It  is  true  that  the  Celts,  though  apparently  never  linguisti- 
cally superior  to  any  of  the  semi-barbarous  tribes  with  which  they  were  brought 
into  contact,  seem,  at  least  ki  the  Gallic  branch  of  the  race,  to  have  been,  at 
the  time  of  the  Roman  invasion,  considerably  more  advanced  in  many  of  the 
arts  of  civilization  than  were  the  Romans  themselves.  For  instance,  the  elder 
Pliny,  Nat  Hist.,  Book  XVIII.,  Chap.  XXX.,  informs  us  that  the  Gauls  had 
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Of  European  langaages,  the  Oeltic  alone  has  not  propagated  or 
extended  itself,  and  it  does  not  appear  ever  to  have  been  employed 
by  any  but  those  mde  races  to  whom  it  was  aboriginal  as  well  as 
yemacolar.  Kor  has  it  in  any  important  degree  modified  the  stmo- 
tore,  or  scarcely  even  the  yocabnlary,  of  the  languages  most  ex- 
posed  to  its  addon.  Two  thousand  years  ago,  if  we  are  to  rely  on 
the  general,  though  it  must  be  admitted  uncertain,  testimony  of 
historical  narrators  and  inquirers,  the  British  islands,  France,  a 
large  part  of  Switzerland,  a  considerable  extent  of  the  coasts  of 
the  Adriatic,  of  the  valley  of  the  Danube,  and  of  Northern  Italy, 
as  well  as  portions  of  the  Spanish  peninsula,  and  an  important 
territory  in  Asia  Minor,  were,  with  the  exception  of  small  mari- 
time colonies  of  Italian,  Greek,  and  Phenician  origin,  inhabited 

« 

rMping  moMnss  sorprisingly  like  some  of  the  earlier  forms  of  the  same  im- 
plement in  the  United  States  and  England.  "  As  touching  the  manner  of  cut 
ting  downe  or  reaping  come,  there  be  diverse  and  sundiy  devises.  In  Fraunce 
where  the  fields  be  large,  they  use  to  set  a  Jade  or  an  asse  unto  the  taile  of  a 
mightie  great  wheelebarrow  or  cart  made  in  manner  of  a  Yan,  and  the  same 
set  with  keene  and  trenchant  teeth  sticking  out  on  both  sides :  now  Is  this  carre 
driven  forward  before  the  said  beast  aix>n  two  wheeles,  iato  the  standing  ripe 
come  (contrarie  to  the  manner  of  other  carts  that  are  drawne  after)  the  said 
teeth  or  sharpe  tines,  fastened  to  the  sides  of  the  wheelebarrow  or  car  aforesaid, 
catch  hold  of  the  come  eares,  and  cut  them  off :  yet  so,  as  they  fall  presently 
into  the  bodie  of  the  wheelebarrow."  It  Is  remarkable  also  that  the  Latin 
names  for  four-wheeled  and  some  other  vehicles  were  of  Gkdlic  etymology. 
The  Gauls  are  also  believed  to  have  invented  wooden  vessels  composed  of 
staves,  and  our  word  basket,  implying  a  vessel  woven  of  twigs  or  thin  strips 
of  wood,  1b  known  to  be  of  ancient  Gallic  derivation.  CaBsar,  in  a  passage 
which  I  have  never  seen  satisfactorily  explained,  speaks  of  the  Greek  letters  as 
known  to  the  Gauls,  and  the  walls  of  some  of  their  fortified  stations  were  ap- 
parently laid  in  mortar.  But  while  the  Romans  were  thus  borrowing  i2sef ul 
implements  and  their  names  from  the  Gauls,  their  relations  with  the  Gk)thic 
tribes  were  the  reverse ;  for  they  furnished  the  latter  with  both  names  and 
things.  Koenen,  Bcerenstand,  p.  17,  cites  the  Netherlandish  akker,  from 
the  Latin  ager,  hooivork,  from  Latin  furcc^^  juk,  from  Latin  jugum, 
taad  from  9(Uum,  wan  from  vannue,  dorsohvlegel  from  flageUum, 
sikkel  from  Becula;  spade  from  spatha.  This  list  might  be  greatly  ex. 
tended.  Tacitus,  De  Mor.  Qer,,  c.  26,  observes :  "  Auctumni  perinde  nomen 
ac  bona  ignorantur,"  they  have  neither  the  name  of  autumn  nor  its  fruits  ; 
and  Ihro,  and  many  other  etymologists,  suppose  that  the  Dutch  oogst,  the 
German  ohst,  the  Danish  and  Swedish  hdst,  are  from  the  Latin  name  of 
the  harvest  month  August.  So  the  German  fruoht  is  in  all  probability  the 
loL^fructus,  and  the  Anglo-Saxon  munt  can  hardly  be  other  than  the  Latin 
mons. 
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exclusively  by  Celts.  The  race  is  now  confined  to  Western  and 
South-Western  England,  the  Scottish  Highlands,  Ireland,  and  a 
narrow  district  in  Western  France.  In  Wales  alone  did  they  at- 
tain an  eleyated  original  and  spontaneous  culture,  and  in  their  dii»- 
appearance  from  their  wide  domain,  they  have  left  indeed  some 
mined  temples,  some  popular  superstitions,  as  reUcs  of  their  idol- 
atrous worship,  but  scarcely  a  distinguishable  trace  of  their  influ- 
ence in  the  character,  the  languages,  or  the  institutions  of  the 
peoples  which  have  superseded  them.  Upon  the  Anglo-Caledo- 
nian border  the  Saxons  and  the  Celts  were  brought  &ce  to  face, 
and,  after  centuries  of  alternate  amity  and  hostility,  reduced  at 
length  to  a  common  rule,  and  to  some  extent  amalgamated  with 
each  other.  Yet  the  brief  inroads  and  partial  conquests  of  the 
Scandinavians  have  modified  the  Scottish  dialect  far  more  than 
have  the  long  neighborhood  and  close  relations  between  the  Saxons 
and  the  Celts. 

We  may  safely  say  that,  though  the  primitive  language  of 
Britain  has  contributed  to  the  English  a  few  names  of  places  and 
of  familiar  material  objects,  yet  it  has,  upon  the  whole,  affected 
our  vocabulary  and  our  syntax  far  less  than  any  other  tongue 
with  which  the  Anglo-Saxon  race  has  ever  been  brought  widely 
into  contact.  I  might  go  too  far  in  saying  that  we  have  borrowed 
numerically  more  words  from  the  followers  of  Mohammed  than 
from  the  aborigines  of  Britain,  but  it  is  very  certain  that  the  few 
we  have  derived  from  the  distant  Arabic  are  infinitely  more 
closely  connected  with,  and  influential  upon,  all  the  higher  in- 
terests of  man,  than  the  somewhat  greater  number  which  we  have 
taken  from  the  contiguous  Celtic. 

These  facts  point  to  a  very  radical  diversity,  an  irreconcilable 
incongruity,  between  the  Celtic  language  and  the  dialects  of  the 
numerous  unrelated  races  that  have  at  one  time  and  another  re- 
duced Celtic  tribes  to  subjection.  I  am  not  ignorant  that  recent 
etymologists  have  found  many  resemblances  between  Celtic  and 
Gothic,  as  well  as  Bomance  radicals,  but  it  is  probable  that  in 
many  instances  these  very  words  had  been  imposed  upon  the 
Colts  by  foreign  influences,  and  in  others,  the  English  words 
which  have  been  said  to  be  Celtic,  such  as  crodk^  pcm^  and  the 
Uke,  can  be  traced  as  far  back  in  Gothic  as  in  Celtic  dialects.* 

*  I  am  not  here  controverting  the  opinions  of  Prichard  and  other  advocatos 
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Languages,  like  the  serfs  of  ancient  times  and  of  the  Middle 
Ages,  seem  to  be  glebsa  adscriptitisa,  and  it  may  be  laid 
down  as  a  general  rule,  in  cases  of  territorial  conquest,  (unless  the 
invaders  have  such  a  superiority  of  physical  power  as  to  be  able 
to  extirpate  the  native  race  altogether,  or  unless  they  possess  a 
very  marked  euperiority  in  point  of  inteUect  and  culture,)  that 
wherever  the  subjected  nation  even  approximates  to  an  equality 
in  material  or  mental  force,  the  native  dialect  is  adopted  by  the 
conquerors,  and  soon  becomes  again  the  exclusive  language  of  the 
country.  Of  this,  history  exhibits  numerous  instances,  with  few, 
if  any,  conflicting  examples,  and  it  is  accordingly  in  the  relative 
condition  and  character  of  the  parties,  that  we  are  to  look  for  the 

of  the  original  Indo-European  character  of  the  Celtic  languages,  but  I  speak  of 
the  actual  relations  of  the  Celtic,  the  Gothic,  and  the  Romance  tongaes,  through 
the  i)eriod  during  which  we  can  trace  their  fortunes  with  higtoricai  certainty. 
The  Celtic  dialects,  at  the  earliest  moment  when  we  can  be  fairly  said  to  know 
any  thing  of  their  yocabolaries,  had  been  long  exposed  to  the  action  of  Gothic 
and  Romance  influences,  and  the  English  language  is  a  case  in  point  to  show 
that  there  is  scarcely  any  limit  to  the  proportion  of  foreign  words  which  a 
tongue  of  inferior  culture  may  incorporate  into  its  stock,  without  losing  its 
own  radical  character.  We  have  not  only  borrowed  abstract  and  philosophical 
terms  in  multitudes,  but  many  of  our  test  words,  our  designations  of  the  most 
familiar  things  in  nature,  such  as  <Ur,  color,  face,  feature^  jtfint,  soU,  are  of 
Latin  origin.  It  is  far  from  improbable  that  very  many  of  Uie  verbal  coinci- 
dences between  the  Celtic  and  other  European  languages  may  find  their  ex- 
planation in  the  action  of  like  causes.  Etymology  has  its  faMons  and  its  ca- 
prices as  well  as  other  human  puieuits,  and  KdUem  seems  just  now  to  be  the 
prevailing  epidemic  in  this  department 

Comparative  philologists  draw  inferences  from  the  coincidence  of  parts  of 
the  €k>thic  and  Celtic  vocabularies,  which  seem  to  me  by  no  means  warranted. 
Nobody  doubts  that  both  these  classes  of  speech  belong  to  the  Indo-European 
family,  and  therefore  very  many  words  must  be  common  to  them  all ;  but  the 
supposition,  that  in  such  cases  the  Goth  borrowed  from  the  Celt,  is  in  most 
instances  contrary  to  historical  probability,  and  the  converse  is,  most  likely, 
quite  as  often  the  fact  In  the  etymological  research  of  the  present  day,  the 
historical  method  of  investigation  is  unhappily  much  neglected,  and  ethnolo- 
gists are  constructing  historical  systems  on  the  foundation  of  linguistic  theory, 
instead  of  controlling  and  rectifying  such  theory  by  historical  evidence. 

The  comparative  philology  of  the  languages  of  Europe,  In  their  actual  de- 
velopment in  the  Middle  Ages,  wiU  ultimately  prove  one  of  the  fertile  sources 
of  instruction  upon  the  true  theory  and  true  history  of  human  speech,  and  we 
•hall  find  that  many  Gk>thic  and  many  Romance  words,  which  have  hitherto 
been  referred  to  very  distant  sources,  are  really  contributions  which  the  one 
hat  borrowed  from  the  other. 
6 
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causes  of  the  predominance  of  the  Grothic  and  Bomance,  and  the 
disappearance  of  the  Celtic  people  and  languages.  The  extension 
of  the  Latin,  wherever  it  took  root,  was  the  triumph  of  civiliza- 
tion, and  of  that  knowledge  which  is  power,  over  barbarism  of 
manners  and  inferiority  of  intellect  In  Greece,  where  the  in- 
tellectual conditions  were  reversed,  though  the  armies  of  Borne 
were  victorious,  her  language  never  prevailed,  while  in  the  lower 
Danubian  provinces,  in  Gaul,  in  Spain,  and  at  last,  after  a  long 
struggle,  in  Sicily,  as  well  as  a  considerable  part  of  Southern 
Italy,  it  superseded  the  indigenous  dialects,  wherever  the  Greek 
had  not  anticipated  it.  On  the  other  hand,  the  barbarian  invaders 
of  the  Roman  empire  adopted  the  languages  of  their  new  sub- 
jects, and  Goths,  Yandals,  Tatars  alike,  once  established  on  what 
was  now  Christian  soil,  were  soon  confounded  m  speech  with  the 
conquered  nation.  Thus  the  Hunno-Bulgarians  exchanged  their 
Tatsu:  for  a  Slavic  dialect.  The  Avars  and  Slaves  domicmated  in 
Greece  became  Hellenized  in  language.  The  Northmen  in.  West- 
em  France  adopted  a  Bomance  tongue,  and  the  Teutons  in  France 
and  Northern  Italy,  as  weU  as  the  Gt>ths  in  Spain,  all  conformed 
to  the  speech  no  less  than  to  the  religion  of  the  native  tribes. 
True,  they  in  all  cases  more  or  less  modified  the  newly  acquired 
language,  and  dialectic  differences  between  the  different  Bomance 
branches,  otherwise  inexplicable,  may  in  part  be  accounted  for  by 
corresponding  differences  between  the  tongues  whose  elements 
were  thus  mixed  with  them.  Thus,  modem  Italian  has  a  con- 
siderable infusion  of  Teutonic  words  and  phrases,  and  there  are 
communities  south  of  the  Alpine  chain  whose  vocabulary  is  in 
the  largest  proportion  Teutonic ;  *  just  as  on  the  other  hand  we 

*  The  Cimbric  districts,  as  they  are  caUed,  consist  of  the  Sette  Comoni,  and 
the  Tredici  Comiini.  The  Sette  Comuni,  or  Seven  Towns,  occupy  a  territoiy 
thirty  or  forty  miles  square,  bounded  east  and  west  by  the  Brenta  and  the 
Astico  respectively,  north  by  a  chain  of  the  Tyrolese  Alps,  and  south  by  a  low 
ridge  which  separates  them  from  the  plain  of  Yicenza.  The  Tredici  Commii, 
or  Thirteen  Towns,  are  of  less  than  half  as  great  territorial  extent,  and  lie  near 
Verona,  chiefly  in  a  north-eastern  direction.  There  are  also  some  small  Cimbrio 
communities  in  Friuli.  The  whole  Cimbric  population  is  thirty  or  forty  thou- 
sand souls.  Some  thousands  of  these  now  use  Italian  exclusively,  and  that 
language  is  gradually  superseding  the  Teutonic  among  the  whole  people.  The 
Lord's  prayer  in  Cimbric  (Catechism  of  1842)  is  as  follows : 

**  tjnzar  Yater  vOn  me  HQmmele,  sal  gaeart  eOr  halgar  namo ;  kemme  dar 
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find  in  Switzerland,  intermixed  with  a  Qerman  population,  small 
districts  whose  inhabitants^  like  those  of  Wallachia  and  Moldavia, 
still  speak  a  corrupted,  modernized  Latin.  In  some  instances,  the 
new  element  does  not  mnch  affect  the  lexical  character,  but  ex- 
hibits itself  in  the  structure,  the  inflections,  and  the  syntax.  Of 
this  the  Spanish  is  an  instance.  Korthem  words  indeed  are  not 
numerous,  but  the  syntax  as  well  as  the  nobility  of  the  land  is 
lai^gely  informed  with  the  sangre  azul,  the  blue  blood,  of  the 
Gk>thic  invader.  The  entire  peninsular  speech,  and  especially  the 
dialects  of  the  provinces  longest  occupied  by  the  Moslems,  were 
also  much  affected  by  the  influence  of  the  Arabic.*  The  Arabs 
did  not  adopt  the  language  of  Spain,  for  the  reason  that,  though 
lees  numerous  and  physically  weaker  than  the  Spaniards,  they 
were  morally  and  intellectually  the  superior  people,  and  thej 
therefore  imposed  their  language  on  their  subjects,  and  essentially 
modified  the  speech  of  provinces  never  brought  under  their  juris- 
diction, though  still  within  the  reach  of  their  influence.  Spanish 
Jews  and  Spanish  Christians  wrote  in  Arabic.  A  Portuguese 
bishop  composed  in  the  language  of  the  Koran  treatises  on  the 
Deity,  the  immortaUty  of  the  soul,  purgatory,  and  eternal  punish- 
ment,  and  Ohristian  Spaniards  not  unfrequently  employed  the 
Arabic  character  in  writing  their  native  tongue. 

ear  Hummel ;  sai  gatdant  allez  baz  ar  belt  Jart,  bia  in  HQmmel,  tab  af  d'earda, 
ghettLz  heQte  CLnzar  proat  von  altdghe ;  un  lacetllz  naach  Qnzto  schulle,  bia  bar 
Mcense  naach  biar  den  da  saint  schullik  Hz ;  haltetUz  gahQtet  von  tentaciiin ;. 
xin  blvetuz  de  Qbel.    Aab  saiz." 

The  use  of  Heaven  in  the  second  petition,  instead  of  Kingdom,  is  noticeable. 

See  Schmeller's  Oimbnaches  Wbrierbuch,  herausgegeben  von  Bergmann,  1855. 

There  are,  in  many  other  Alpine  nooks,  fragmentary  remains  of  a  (Germanic 
dialect  closely  akin  to  the  Cimbric  of  the  Sette  and  Tredid  Comuni,  if  not 
identical  with  it.  For  instance,  in  the  Ealser-Thal,  the  Hoch  Deutsch.  der 
JSMne,  becomes  der  Kloane,  and  the  German  weich,  as  I  have  shown  in  the 
American  edition  of^Wedgewood's  Etymological  Dictionary,  becomes  in  Cim- 
bric, boach,  which  is  evidently  identical  with  the  Celtic,  hog — a  carious  coinci- 
dence between  words  apparently  alien  to  each  other,  and  thus  furnishing  a 
new  proof  of  the  relationship  between  the  Gk)thic  and  the  Celtic  tongues. 

*  Interesting  observations  on  the  influence  of  the  Qothic  and  Arabic  upon 
the  Romance  of  Spain  will  be  found  in  Ticknor's  Spanish  Literature,  vol.  I.» 
W,  and  vol.  III.,  201,  387,  871,  885.  The  estimate  of  'Northern'  words  in 
Spanish  given  from  a  native  philologist  at  p.  885,  ten  per  cent.,  seems  to  me  too 
large,  but  the  Gothic  portion  of  the  language  is  so  much  disguised  in  form  as- 
not  readily  to  be  recognized. 
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In  like  maimer,  in  the  two  centmies  and  a  half  of  Arab  domin- 
ion in  Sicily,  the  culture  of  that  remarkable  people  was  so  thor- 
oughly rooted,  that  under  the  Korthem  conquerors  and  the 
Hohenfitaufen,  Arabic  was  the  language  of  commeroe,  and  eyen 
often  employed  in  public  monuments.  The  ordinances  of  the 
Norman  princes  of  Sicily  were  as  frequently  drawn  up  in  Arabic 
as  in  Greek  or  Latin,  and  in  the  Sicilian  churches  of  the  Norman 
period,  Arabic  inscriptions  appear  on  the  columns  and  other  parts 
of  the  structures.* 

Considering  the  prominent  political  and  commercial  position  of 
Spain  in  the  sixteenth  century,  the  importance  of  her  literature, 
and  the  extent  to  which  it  was  then  cultivated  in  England,  it  is 
surprising  that  so  few  English  words  can  be  referred  to  a  Spanish 
origin.  Sidney,  and  other  writers  of  that  day  who  imitated  the 
poetic  forms  of  Spain,  borrowed  nothing  from  her  vocabulary, 
and  even  the  dialect  of  navigation  and  commerce  has  adopted  few 
Spanish  words  which  were  not  originally  either  Arabic  or  Amer- 
ican. Ca/rgo  and  emba/rgo  are  certainly  Spanish,  trade  and  tnxffU 
probably  so,  but  these  stand  almost  alone  in  our  vocabulary.  We 
owe,  in  fact,  more  to  Portuguese  than  to  Spanish  etymology,  and 
it  is  remarkable  that  many  words  now  current  almost  all  over 
Europe,  and  popularly  supposed  to  be  of  African  or  East  Indian 
derivation,  are  really  native  Portuguese.  Thus,  fetishism  or 
feticiam — ^the  low  idolatry  and  sorcery  of  Western  Africa,  now  so 
commonly  used  in  all  parts  of  Europe  to  signify  the  most  d&> 
based  and  superstitious  material  worship— generally  thought  to  be 
an  African  word,  is  only  the  Portuguese  ie\i\^Oy^[  sorcery  or 
-Mji^Aoro/iJ, which  is  derived  from  the  Latin  y a  c  ^  r  ^ ,  j^<j  (?  ^  t  ^  *  t*  «  / 
coco^  the  well-known  name  of  the  nut  of  a  palm  and  of  the  tree 
that  produces  it,  (usually  spelled  erroneoudy  coGoajX  from  a  con- 

*  Serradifalco,  Duomo  di  Monreale,  pp.  24,  41,  78,  84.  See  also  Witte. 
Alpinisches  u.  Transalpiiiisches,  429. 

f  The  Spanish  etymological  correlatiye  of  feiti^o  is  hechizo,  A  in 
mod.  Sp.  often  corresponding  to  Port,  f,  chio  Port,  t,  Ihre  points  out  the  re- 
semblance of  these  words  to  the  Swedish  h  e  x  a ,  a  witch,  and  suggests  that 
they  may  have  been  introduced  into  Spain  by  the  Qoths. 

X  This  false  orthography  is  a  comparatively  recent  corruption.  The  Journals 
in  Purchas,  Dampier  and  all  the  old  travellers,  spell  the  word  properly,  cooo,  m 
sometimes  coeos  or  coker,    Johnson  strangely  blunders  and  confounds  the  sig 
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fusion  with  caoaoj  a  totallj  different  yegetable,)  is  the  Portn- 
gaese  word  for  hugbea/r,  and,  according  to  De  Sarros,  the  great 
historian  of  his  country's  Oriental  conquests,  the  name  was 
applied  to  the  nnt  from  its  mde  resemblance  to  a  distorted  human 
face,  or  a  mask  used  by  nurses  to  frighten  children  ;*  pala/oer^  a 
oouncil  of  African  chiefs,  is  the  Portuguese  palayra,  word, 
talk ;  cofnmriodore,  derived  by  our  dictionaries  from  the  Spanish 
eomendador,  which  is  of  altogether  another  signification,  is  a 
corruption  of  the  Portuguese  capit&o  mor,  or  chief-captain, 
a  phrase  precisely  equivalent  in  meaning  to  our  own  term.  Caste^ 
as  a  designation  of  social  or  political  rank  or  class,  is  from  casta, 
a  word  of  doubtful  origin,  common  to  Spanish  and  Portuguese, 
but  it  was  borrowed  by  both  England  and  the  Northern  Conti- 
nental nations  from  the  Portuguese  accounts  of  India.  Cash  and 
ftwAt^r  are  more  probably  from  the  Portuguese  caxa  than  from  the 
French  caisse,  and  even  the  current  Ohinese  cash^  the  name 
3f  a  small  coin,  has  been  supposed  to  come  from  the  Portuguese 
word.  The  same  language  suggests  a  possible  etymology  for  the 
obscure  word  d/wngeon.  The  dungeon,  dongeon,  or  donjon  keep, 
[Low  Latin,  dunjo,  domgio,  domnio,)was  orighially  the 
principal  tower  in  a  feudal  castle.  It  is  called  in  Portuguese 
borre  de  homenagem,  tower  of  homage,  because  it  con- 
tained the  reception  room  in  which  fealty  or  homage  to  the  lord 
nras  pledged,  and  this  is  not  improbably  the  source  of  the  French 
9^ord  and  our  own. 

lification  and  etymology  of  coco  and  cacao,  and  modem  botany  has  dignified 
the  Portuguese  hughear,  by  latinizing  it  into  c  o  c  o  s ,  as  the  generic  name  of  a 
Inunch  of  the  palm  family. 

*  Esta  casca  *  *  *  tem  huma  maneira  aguda,  que  quer  semelhar  o 
oariz  posto  entre  dous  olhos  redondos ;  •  •  •  por  razfto  da  qal  figura  sem 
ier  figura,  os  nossos  Ihe  chamtom  coeo,  nome  impoeto  pelas  mulheres  a  qual- 
juer  cousa»  com  que  querem  fazer  medo  ^  crian^as,  o  qual  nome  assi  Ihe 
Icou,  que  ninguem  Ihe  sabe  outrp,  sendo  o  seu  proprio,  como  Ihe  oe  Malabares 
ihamam,  Tenga,  c  os  Canarijs,  Narle.    De  Barros»  Asia.  Dec.  III.,  Liy.  III., 

5ap.  vn. 

Oviepo  (Ramusio,  III.  64,  A.,  Purchas,  III.  982)  says:  "This  first  was 
^ed  coco  for  this  cause,  that  when  it  is  taken  from  the  place  where  it 
deaveth  fast  to  the  tree,  there  are  scene  two  holes,  and  above  them  two  other 
laturall  holes,  which  altogether  do  represent  the  gesture  and  figure  of  the 
mattes  called  mammons^  that  is  monkeys,  when  they  cry,  which  [cry]  the  In- 
iians  call  coca."  But  De  Barros  is  a  higher  authority  than  Oviedo.  and  his 
leriTAtfon  is  the  more  probable. 
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In  all  these  cases,  except  the  last,  which  is  explained  by  the  re* 
semblance  of  the  Portuguese  homen  agem  to  the  feudal  Latin 
homagium,  homanagium,  homenagium,  the  early  mo- 
nopoly of  distant  navigation  and  of  the  African  and  East  Indian 
trade  by  the  Portuguese,  accounts  for  the  introduction  of  the 
words  into  the  vocabuliuy,  not  of  England  only,  but  of  all 
Europe ;  and  it  is  through  the  channel  of  conimerce  that  we  have 
borrowed  the  phrase  to  rxm-am/uck  from  the  Malays,  iaiboo  from 
the  Sandwich  Islands,  and  hundreds  of  other  words,  now  almost 
universal,  from  equally  remote  and  obscure  sources.  There  is  a 
very  con^on  w^rd,  Ldjohn,  the  name  of  a  large  glass  botUe 
covered  with  wickerwork,  which  occurs  in  most  European  lan- 
guages in  nearly  the  same  form.  This  strange  word  haa  been  a 
sad  puzzle  to  etymologists.  It  is  often  written  in  English  with  a 
hyphen  between  the  second  and  third  syllables,  as  if,  notwith- 
standing its  capacity,  it  were  but  the  haK  of  a  whole  John.  In 
France,  it  is  made  a  compound,  dame- Jeanne,  Lady  Jane, 
and  a  French  etymologist  has  fabled  that  it  took  its  name  from 
its  introduction  into  Europe  by  an  apocryphal  Lady  Jane,  a  dis- 
tinguished dame  of  that  nation.  Every  one  who  has  been  in  the 
East  will  remember  that  this  portly  vessel, — ^locally  called  kara* 
bahy  whence ca/rhoi/y — ^is  there  called  d am ag an,  or  damajan, 
and  the  name,  as  well  as  the  thing,  is  generally  supposed  to  have 
been  borrowed  from  the  Christians  by  the  unbelievers.  The  fact 
is,  however,  that  the  demijohn  was  formerly  largely  manufactured 
at  Damaghan,  a  town  in  Eliorassan,  a  province  of  Persia  once 
famous  for  its  glass  works,  and  hence  the  name.  Our  commercial 
nomenclature  is  full  of  similar  instances,  and  the  wide  range  of 
modem,  and  especially  English,  traffic,  makes  them  simple 
enough ;  but  when  we  find  that  the  Icelanders,  in  their  remote 
and  isolated  abode,  call  the  elephant  by  the  same  name  as  the 
Arabs,  feel,  we  are  unable  to  account  for  so  strange  a  coincL 
dence,  until  we  learn  that  in  the  good  old  times  of  simple  medie- 
val devotion,  the  neophyte  Northmen  were  wont  to  signalize 
their  conversion  from  the  darkness  of  heathenism,  by  a  Mediter- 
ranean venture,  combining  the  characters  of  a  piratical  cruise  and 
a  pious  pilgrimage.  In  these  expeditions  they  now  and  then  fell 
in  with  an  argosy,*  manned  by  paynim  Arabs,  or  JBldmenn  as 

*  Argoiy  Ib  generally  supposed  to  be  derived  from  the  appellation  of  the 
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they  called  them,  or  even  entered  the  harbor  of  a  Moorish  town  on 
the  coast  of  Spain,  or  of  Serkland,  the  land  of  the  Saracens, 
plundered  the  infidels,  if  they  were  able,  and  trafficked  with  them 
if  they  were  not.  Hence  it  is  that  we  find  Gufic  coin  in  Scandi« 
navian  barrows,  Arabic  words  in  the  Old-Korthem  tongue. 

The  study  of  foreign  literatures,  and  the  introduction  of  new 
words  by  foreign  immigrants,  in  countries  which,  like  England 
and  America,  are  centres  of  attraction  for  the  whole  earth,  are 
sources  of  accretion  too  familiar  to  require  detailed  consideration, 
but  the  effects  of  the  extension  of  commerce  and  industry  deserre 
more  than  a  passing  notice.  Every  new  article  of  trade,  every 
new  style  of  foreign  goods,  brings  with  it  either  its  native  desig- 
nation or  an  epithet  indicative  of  the  country  whence  it  is  im- 
ported, and  the  tiame  very  often  remains  in  a  new  application 
STihe  particular  artici;  has  doBappeared  from  onr  market 
Thus  cdJAoo  was  originally  applied  to  certain  cotton  goods  im- 
ported from  Calicut,  in  India,  as  in  French  rcyaevmerie  from 
Rouen.  We  now  use  it  only  of  printed  cottons  of  a  very  differ- 
ent texture,  while  in  England  all  plain  white  cottons  are  called 
calico.  In  the  Levant,  the  superiority  of  American  cotton  goods 
formerly  gave  them  a  preference  in  the  markets,  and  the  hawkers 
who  sold  cotton  stuffs,  of  whatever  fabric,  in  the  streets,  described 
them  as  Americcm  cotton  to  attract  custom.  Gradually  they 
dropped  the  word  cotton,  and  cloths  of  that  material  are  now 
called  simply  Americans.  When,  therefore,  an  American  trav- 
eller hears  a  Hebrew  peddler  crying  Americanil  at  his  heels, 
in  the  streets  of  Smyrna  or  Constantinople,  he  need  not  suppose 
that  the  Oriental  is  taunting  him  with  his  Yankee  nationality ;  it 
is  only,  in  the  want  of  a  daily  TimeSj  or  Tribune^  or  Herald^  a 
mode  of  advertising  that  the  colporteur  has  cottons  to  selL 

Numerous  as  are  the  foreign  words  which  commerce  and  for- 
eign art  have  incorporated  into  English,  it  is  probable  that  these 
loans  have  been  repaid  by  England  and  America,  in  the  con- 
tributions we  have  made  to  other  languages.  A  distinguished 
Southern  gentleman  comforted  unlucky  English  bond-holders,  in 

niTthic  ship  Argo ;  but  it  has  been  suggested,  and  not  without  pTobabilit7, 
that  the  name  is  a  corruption  of  Bagiuan,  the  national  designation  of  the  ves- 
sels employed  in  the  commerce  of  the  important  port  of  Ragusa. 
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the  days  of  repudiation,  by  assniing  them  that  the  Anglo-Saxon 
race,  on  onr  side  of  the  Atlantic  as  well  as  on  the  other,  was  aa 
mnch  a  debt-paying  as  a  landnsteahng  people.  I  need  not  speak 
npon  the  question  of  pecuniary  conscientiousness,  but  in  wordif 
which  we  can  spare  without  much  sacrifice,  we  have  been  just 
and  even  generous.  Our  trade  and  our  industry,  in  conjunction 
with  those  of  England,  have  sown  a  broad  crop  of  Engliflh  and 
American  words  over  the  face  of  the  earth.  A  French  poet  com- 
plains that  England  has  compelled  his  countrymen  to  utter  artieu- 
lations  as  hard  as  chewing  glass  or  charcoal : 

Le  raUtbay,  le  tunnel,  le  btiUast,  le  tender, 
Bxprese,  trucks,  et  teaffone,  une  bouche  Franpaise 
Semble  broyer  du  verre  on  mlkdier  de  la  braise. 

These  words  have  passed  from  England  to  every  Continental 
country,  but  it  is  only  a  restitution  of  borrowed  sto<^  with  usury, 
for  of  the  seven,  only  haUasty  wagons^  and  the  last  half  of  raUr 
way^  are  Anglo-Saxon.  The  nomenclature  of  steam  navigation, 
which  has  become  not  less  universal,  is  more  purely  American. 
Wherever  you  meet  the  Bteamboat  your  ear  wiU  welcome  familiar 
sounds.  Ton  will  hear  Frenchmen  on  the  Rhone,  Danes  in  the 
Belts,  Teutons  on  the  Rhine,  Magyars  and  Slaves  on  the  Danube, 
and  Arabs  on  the  Nile,  all  alike  shouting,  Judf  steam  !  stop  her  ! 
go  ahead !  and  many  an  uninstrueted  traveller  has  been  agree- 
ably surprised  at  finding  such  a  remarkable  resemblance  between 
good  mother-English  and  barbarous  Dutch  or  heathen  Arabic,  as 
these  homelike  words  so  plainly  indicate. 

Yegetable  nature  has  provided  for  the  dissemination  of  plants 
by  employing  the  movable  winds  and  waters,  and  the  migratory 
beasts  of  the  field  and  fowls  of  the  air,  in  the  transportation  of 
their  seeds.  Providence  has  not  less  amply  secured  the  diffusion 
and  intermixture  of  words  of  cardinal  importance  to  the  great 
interests  of  man.  Religion,  natural  science,  moral  and  intel- 
lectual philosophy,  and  diplomacy,  have  introduced  into  English 
thousands  of  words  nearly  identical  with  those  employed  for  the 
same  purposes  in  all  the  languages  in  Christendom.  The  history 
and  origin  of  these  are  generally  very  easily  traced,  but  every 
generation  gives  birth  to  a  multitude  of  expressions  whose  date 
we  can  fix  with  approximate  precision,  but  the  etymology  and 
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source  of  which  are  nnknown  at  the  very  period  of  their  intro- 
duction. These  are,  for  the  most  part,  mere  popular  words, 
which  obtain  no  place  in  literature,  but  die  with  the  memory  of 
the  occasions  out  of  which  they  grew.  But  it  sometimes  happens 
that  such  words  become  permanent,  though  often  imgraceful, 
additions  to  our  vocabulary,  and  remain  as  standing  enigmas  to 
the  etymologist  Of  such,  our  American  ocmoics  is  an  example, 
and  every  man's  recollection  will  suggest  other  instances. 

The  French  essayist  Montaigne  gives  us  a  striking  example  of 
the  strange  accidents  by  which  foreign  words  are  sometimes  in- 
troduced. In  order  the  better  to  familiarize  him  with  Latin,  the 
common  speech  of  the  learned  in  those  days,  he  was  allowed  in 
his  childhood  to  use  no  other  language,  and  not  only  his  teachers, 
but  his  parents,  attendants,  and  even  his  nurserymaid,  were 
obliged  to  learn  enough  of  Latin  to  converse  with  him  in  it. 
The  people  of  the  neighboring  villages  adopted  some  of  the  Latin 
words  which  they  heard  constantly  used  in  the  family  of  their 
feudal  lord ;  and,  writing  fifty  years  later,  he  declares  that  these 
words  had  become  permanently  incorporated  into  the  dialect  of 
the  province.* 

*  Quant  an  reste  de  sa  maison,  c'estoit  une  regie  inviolable  que  nj  lay 
mesme,  nj  ma  mere,  nj  valet,  nj  chambriere,  ne  parloient  en  ma  compaignie 
qa'  antant  de  mots  de  latin  que  chascun  avoit  apprins  pour  laigonner  avec 
moy.  Cest  merveille  du  fruict  que  chascun  y  f eit :  mon  pere  et  ma  mere  y 
apininderent  assez  de  latin  pour  Tentendre,  et  en  aoquirent  ft  suffisance  pour 
e'en  servir  ft  la  necessity,  comme  feirent  aussi  les  aultres  domestiques,  qui 
estoient  plus  attachez  ft  mon  service.  Somme,  nous  latinizasmes  tant,  qu'il 
en  regorgea  iusques  ft  nos  villages  tout  autour,  oi^  il  y  a  encores,  et  ont  prins 
pied  par  I'usage,  plusieurs  appellations  latines  d'artisans  et  d'utils.  Montaigne, 
Essais,  Liv.  L  ch.  XXY. 

In  order  that  I  may  not  be  supposed  to  have  borrowed  from  a  crntemporary 
who  has  introduced  into  a  recent  volume  some  of  the  Portuguese  etymologies 
mentioned  above,  together  with  the  example  from  Montaigne,  I  think  it  proper 
to  say  that  all  those  etymologies,  with  two  or  three  exceptions  not  material  to 
the  present  purpose,  and  the  illustration  from  the  French  essayist,  were  given 
by  me  in  this  lecture,  at  its  delivery  in  November,  1858,  and  contained  in  an 
extract  printed  in  the  New  York  Century,  in  March,  1859,  for  the  most  part 
in  the  v&ry  toards  since  employed  by  the  ingenious  and  agreeable  writer  to 
whom  I  refer.  Although  credit  was  not  given,  I  certainly  do  not  imagine 
that  there  was  any  intentional  appropriation  of  matter  collected  by  me,  and  1 
state  the  fact  only  to  defend  myself  against  a  possible  charge,  of  which  I  very 
cheerfully  acquit  the  author  in  question. 

6* 


LEOTUEE  VII. 

80TJB0E8  AND  OOMFOSTTION  OF  ENGUSB. 

n. 

The  English  language,  thongli  by  no  means  wanting  in  phi« 
lological  individnalitj  and  grammatical  unity,  is,  as  we  have  seen, 
very  heterogeneous  in  its  vocabulary.  Its  harmony  and  coher- 
ence  of  stmcture  are  due  to  the  organic  vitalily  of  its  cardinal 
and  fundamental  element,  the  Anglo-Saxon  tongue,  which  pos- 
sesses not  only  unconmion  receptivity  with  reference  to  the 
admission  of  foreign  ingredients,  but  an  equally  remarkable 
power  of  assimilating  strange  constituents,  naturalizing  them 
as  we  say  in  America,  and  converting  them  from  alien,  if  not 
hostile,  forces,  into  obedient  and  useful  denizens.  There  is 
found  elsewhere,  and  especially  in  the  languages  of  those  Orien- 
tal families  upon  whom  the  Arabs  have  imposed  their  religion 
and  with  it  their  theological  dialect  and  their  law,  a  great  readi- 
ness to  admit  foreign  words  and  foreign  phrases,  without  mould- 
ing these  linguistic  acquisitions  into  any  idiomatic  conformity 
with  the  principles  of  their  own  structure.  Arabic  words  are 
received  into  Persian  and  Turkish  with  all  their  anomalous  in- 
flections, and  whole  phrases  are  borrowed,  without  any  change  of 
form  or  termination  to  suit  them  to  the  genius  and  the  syntax 
of  the  speech  that  adopts  them.  Persons  familiar  with  the  litera- 
ture of  Germany  and  of  Scandinavia  will  remember  that  in  the 
seventeenth  century  the  languages  of  those  countries  exhibited, 
in  a  marked  degree,  a  similar  tendency  with  respect  to  Latin 
technical  phrases  and  combinations,  and  many  of  our  old  English 
writers  indulge  largely  in  the  same  practice.  The  purism,  which 
has  for  some  time  prevailed  in  Germany  and  Scandinavia,  hai 
expelled  from  their  respective  literatures  not  only  foreign  com- 
plex phrases,  but,  to  a  considerable  extent,  all  words  of  extrane- 
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ous  etymology.  In  English,  we  have  no  means  of  supplying  the 
place  of  such  expressions,  and  the  essentially  mixed  character  of 
the  speech  renders  them  less  repugnant  to  onr  taste  than  they  are 
in  languages  so  constituted  as  to  be  able  to  do  without  them.  A 
large  proportion  of  these  foreign  mercenaries  were  first  employed 
in  the  nomenclatures  of  the  learned  professions,  and  many  are 
still  confined  to  them.  Others  have  passed  from  the  bar,  the  pul- 
pit, and  the  academic  hall,  into  the  language  of  common  life,  and 
are,  though  with  a  certain  hesitation,  often  used  by  the  most  un- 
schooled persons.  The  lawyer  speaks  of  the  rule  caveat 
enuptor,  denies  the  authority  of  an  obiter  dictum,  con- 
tends that  the  onus  probandi  lies  on  the  other  side,  dis- 
putes how  far  words  spoken  are  a  part  of  the  res  gestse,  and 
mentions  an  undecided  question  as  being  still  sub  judice. 
These,  with  many  more  of  the  like  sort,  remain  the  exclusive 
property  of  that  much  sufEering  profession,  which  is  condemned 

to  drudge  for  the  dregs  of  men. 
And  scrawl  strange  words  with  a  barbarous  pen, 

while  others  have  become  parcel  of  the  heritage  of  the  lay  gerUSy 
as  lawyers  call  the  non-professional  world.  The  dialects  of  logic, 
of  criticism,  and  of  parUamentary  law,  have  also  contributed 
largely  to  scatter  through  our  speech  these  incongruous  expres- 
eions,  the  currency  of  which  amounts  to  a  confession  that  our 
own  language  is  too  poor  to  furnish  a  dress  for  many  ideas  which 
^e  have  borrowed  from  alien  sources.  People  who  know  small 
Xatin  make  deductions  a  priori,  &  posteriori,  and  k 
fortiori,  use  arguments  ad  hominem,  and  denounce  the 
conclusions  of  their  opponents  as  non  sequiturs;  college 
graduates  make  affectionate  mention  of  their  alma  mater; 
critics  quote  verbatim  et  literatim,  and  note  a  casual 
error  of  speech  as  a  lapsus  linguae;  in  all  deliberative  bodies 
Tesolutions  are  adopted,  nemine  contradicente,  and  when 
the  business  of  the  meeting  is  terminated,  the  assembly  is  ad- 
journed sine  die;  protectionists  and  free-traders  dispute  about 
ad  valorem  duties;  politicians  hold  offices  ad  interim, 
durante  bene  placito,  or  pro  tempore;  all  the  world 
says  et  cetera;  and  vice  versA,  though  with  a  pronun- 
ciation of  the  Vj  which  comes  unfortunately  near  a  Wj  has  even 
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entered  into  the  vulgar  Cockney  dialect*  Many  Greek  and 
Latin  noonfi  are  employed  in  English  with  their  original  pluralfl. 
Thns  we  write  phenomena  not  phenomen(>n«  /  memoraiu^a  per- 
haps more  frequently  than  memoradmn^  /  termint  of  a  railroad 
not  ternnnuMeSj  and  some  very  classical  and  critical  persons  have 
gone  so  far  as.  to  say  omnibi  for  omnibns^^.  Bat  all  these  are 
exceptional  cases,  and  the  frequent  use  of  foreign  forms  and 
phrases  is  contrary  to  the  genius  of  every  cultivated  language,  as 
well  as  to  the  general  rules  of  idiomatic  propriety  and  good  taste.t 
In  inflected  languages,  declinable  words,  indnding  all  those 
which  embody  the  f  undmnental  meaning  of  the  period,  nsoally 
have  endings  which  not  only  determine  their  grammatical  dass 
and  category,  but  are  also  characteristic  of  the  language  to  which 
they  belong.  Thns,  for  instance,  in  a  Greek  or  Latin  article, 
noun  or  adjective,  the  terminal  syllables  alone  generally  teU  ns  the 
number,  case,  and  gender  of  the  word ;  in  a  verb,  the  number,  mood, 
tense,  and  voice ;  and  in  all  these  parts  of  speech,  they  further  in- 
form ns  that  the  radical  which  they  qualify  is  Gi^ek  and  not 
Latin,  or  the  contrary.  In  English,  on  the  other  hand,  we  have 
very  few  endings  which  are  indicative  of  the  dass  of  the  word, 
of  its  grammatical  relations,  or  of  the  etymological  source  from 
which  it  is  derived.  For  this  reason,  and  because  also  our  few 
specific  terminations  are  in  many  cases  applied  to  foreign  roots, 
we  can  never  confidently  pronounce  upon  the  nationality  of  Eng- 
lish vocables,  by  the  terminal  syllables  alone.  A  similar  uncer- 
tainty, though  in  a  somewhat  smaller  degree,  prevails  with  respect 

*  The  occurrence  of  Latin  phrases  in  popular  Italian  is  easily  explained, 
and  they  are  often  used  in  a  corrupt  form ;  thus,  the  peasants  of  the  Pistojese 
have  made  a  verb,  pisoUrare  from  the  Latin  adverbial  phrase,  plus  ultra, 
Giuliani,  Lingutiggio  VtverUe  {FItdUa,  gives  other  similar  examples. 

fignis  fatuus,  now  very  common,  does  not  appear  to  have  been  cur> 
rent  in  Fuller's  time,  for  in  his  comment  on  Ruth,  p.  88,  he  uses  meteor  nf 
foolish  fire,  instead,  and  Marvell  applies  the  same  phrase  to  the  glow-worm. 
We  can  hardly  be  said  to  have  had  a  puristic  period  or  school  in  English, 
though  individual  writers  have  occasionally  manifested  such  a  tendency. 
Mulcaster,  for  example,  is  sparing  of  words  of  Greek  origin,  and  prefers 
the  more  familiar  Latin,  sometimes  substituting  for  the  Qreek  new-coinedl 
terms  from  Latin  roots,  in  the  want  of  flexible  Saxon  primitives.    But  thesa 
he  conforms  to  the  English  rules  of  derivation,  or,  as  he  calls  it,  ertfranehUem 
them.    Thus  he  uses  severer  for  disBresis,  and  uniter  for  hyphen.    See  Leo- 
turexxvii. 
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to  prefixes  and  other  initial  syllables,  and  therefore,  especially 
since  the  assimilation  of  the  English  orthography  to  that  of  the 
Ck>ntinental  langoages,  it  is  impossible  to  lay  down  any  very  pre- 
cise roles  for  determining,  by  the  form  of  a  word,  whether  it  is 
of  domestic  or  of  alien  origin.    But  it  is,  for  a  variety  of  reasons, 
desirable  to  be  able  to  refer  the  several  constituents  of  our  lan- 
guage to  their  proper  sources,  and,  in  spite  of  the  uncertainty  of 
any  one  criterion,  we  may,  by  the  use  of  several,  including  not 
the  form  only  but  the  gnunmatical  class  of  the  word  and  its  gen- 
eral fflgnification,  form  a  probable  judgment  as  to  its  nationality, 
even  without  a  technical  knowledge  of  etymology. 

The  first  and  most  obvious  criterion  with  respect  to  the  origin 
of  English  words,  is  found  in  the  grammatical  class  to  which  they 
belong.  Interjections  are  so  much  alike  throughout  the  world, 
that  none  of  the  few  we  possess  can  be  said  to  be  exclusively 
characteristic  of  English,  but  most  of  our  true  interjections  are 
doubtless  of  native  growth.  The  articles,  pronouns,  conjunctions, 
prepositions,  auxiliary  verbs,  the  numerals*  one,  two,  three,  four, 
and  so  on  up  to  million,  exclusive ;  the  ordinals  to  the  millionth 
exclusive ;  all  these  are  Anglo-Saxon,  except  the  ordinal  sdoondy 
which  we  have  borrowed  from  the  Latin  through  the  French. 
The  simple  life  of  the  Anglo-Saxons  gave  them  little  occasion  foi 
numbers  beyond  thousands,  and  modem  astronomy,  by  making 
us  familiar  wi&  celestial  distances,  first  taught  us  the  want  of 
greater  numerical  expre8sions.t  The  singular  exception  of  second 
among  the  ordinals  is  due  to  the  fact,  that  neither  in  Anglo-Saxon 
nor  the  cognate  Mceso-Gbthic  and  Icelandic,  was  there  any  specific 
ordinal  corresponding  to  the  numeral  twOj  the  place  of  such  an 
one  being  supplied  in  both  by  others  and  they  counted  first j  other, 
third,  &C.,  using  other  as  we  do  in  the  phrase  eoery  other  Ime.X 

*  Rask  ranks  the  namerals  with  the  pronouns,  and  some  other  grammarians 
Indine  to  make  them  a  class  by  themselves. 

t  In  Aelfric's  Homily  on  the  Fourth  Sunday  after  Pentecost,  Thorpe's  edi- 
lion,  L  S48,  we  find  a  singular  mode  of  expressing  great  numbers,  by  the  mul- 
llplication  of  ^usend,  the  highest  collective  numeral  in  the  vocabulary: 
"Ten  ^usend  si^an  hundfealde  ^usenda  him  mid  wane- 
don:"  Un  (Atmscmd  Umsi  hundretffM  thomandi  dwelt  with  him. 

X  The  want  of  etymological  relationship  noticeable  between  the  numerals  and 
the  ordinals  is  by  no  means  exclusively  characteristic  of  the  Gothic  languages. 
As  the  English /nl  is  not  derived  from  one,  and  teeond  is  foreign  altogether. 
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Having  thus  assigned  exclusively  to  the  Anglo-Saxon  one  half 
the  parts  of  speech,  we  have  only  the  substantives,  adjectives, 
verbs,  and  adverbs  to  deal  with.* 

With  respect  to  the  signification  of  words  as  a  clew  to  the  lin- 
guistic source  from  which  they  are  derived,  it  may  be  observed 
that,  in  general,  the  familiar  names  of  the  members  and  organs 
of  the  body  and  their  functions,  the  words  indicative  of  the  com- 
mon duties,  cares,  labors,  and  passions  of  rural  and  domestic  lif  e, 
in  short,  of  all  those  primary  objects,  arts,  and  sentiments  with 
which  we  become  acquainted,  not  through  books,  but  by  the  daily 
round  of  human  experience,  are  Saxon.  In  examining  tiie  vocabu- 
lary more  in  detail  hereafter,  I  shall  have  occasion  to  refer  again 
to  this  point,  and  I  will  only  mention  here  one  remarkable  pecu- 
liarity with  respect  to  English  words  denoting  the  d^rees  of 
family  relationship.  The  Anglo-Saxon  had  its  appropriate  names 
for  direct  as  well  as  collateral  relatives,  in  both  the  ascending 
and  the  descending  line,  though,  as  in  all  dialects  belonging  to 
rude  and  patriarchal  life,  where  the  family  is  kept  together  for 
generations,  the  designations  of  all  but  the  nearest  relations  of 
aflinity  and  consanguinity  were  vaguely  employed.f    Now,  in 

sotheLatin  primus  and  secundua  are  in  no  way  connected  with  unus 
and  duo,  nor  is  the  Greek  trpuroq  a  derivative  of  e/f .  First,  primus,  and 
npctToc  are  respectively  formed  from  prepositions  or  adverbs  meaning  brfore,  so 
thsX  first  \s  foremost,  and  we  And  foremost  for  first  in  Mandeville  and  other  old 
writers. 

The  Anglo-Saxon  forms  of  this  word  obviously  point  to  this  etymology. 
Furthest  is  found  tor  first  in  Lord  Herbert's  Life,  and  Gower  uses  this  form  : 

And  when  he  weneth  have  an  ende, 
Than  is  he  furthest  to  beginnc. 

Conf  Am,,  Pauli,  n.  2. 

The  Latin  secundus  is  clearly  allied  to  the  root  of  sequor,  IfoUow,  and 
secundus,  iafoUotcing,  The  regiments  of  the  English  Royal  Guards,  true 
to  the  race-feeling  of  second  to  none,  have  long  been  known,  not  as  First,  Sec- 
ond, Third,  but  as  the  First,  the  Coldstream  (where  one  of  their  battles  was 
won),  the  Third,  &c. 

*  The  reader  will  find  the  general  relations  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  to  the  vocab- 
ulary of  modem  English  ably  discussed  in  an  article  in  the  Edinburgh  Beviets 
for  1839. 

f  Thus  in  the  Armenian  provinces  of  Russia,  where  the  patriarchal  system 
still  subsists  in  full  vigor,  and  where  all  the  descendants  remain  in  the  family 
of  the  ancestor  as  long  as  he  lives,  the  younger  members  are  all  known  to 
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the  transitioii  from  the  simple  manners  of  the  Anglo-Saxons  to 
the  more  ciyilized  and  artificial  institutions  and  language  of  their 
English  successors  and  representatives,  we  have  retained  the 
primitive  names  for  those  relatives  who,  in  advanced  stages  of 
society,  usually  compose  one  household  and  gather  around  one 
fireside ;  but  we  have  rejected  the  native  appellations  for  aU  those 
who  presumably  dwell  under  another  roof-tree,  and,  regarding 
them  as,  comparatively,  strangers,  have  bestowed  upon  them  for- 
eign names.  Father^  mother^  Kmbwnd^  y^if^y  Iridegroom^  hridey 
9afij  damghteTj  irotherj  sister,  step-father  and  step-motlier,  stqhson^ 
and  step-domghter,  are  all  pure  Anglo-Saxon ;  grcmdrfaHier  and 
grandrrriather,  grcmdrson  and  grcmd-dcuughter,  are  half  Bopiance ; 
vmcie,  a^mt,  nephew,  niece  and  oousim,,  altogether  so. 

The  next  comprehensive  rule  is,  that  monosyllables  of  whatever 
class,  and  words  compounded  or  derived  from  monosyllables  which 
exist  independently  in  English,  are  Anglo-Saxon.  To  this  general 
statement  there  are  many  exceptions,  but  these  will  in  most  cases 
be  rec(^nized  by  the  aid  of  rules  derived  from  the  character  of 
the  initial  and  permanent  final  letters. 

Ab  respects  initial  radical  letters,  not  prefixes,  it  will  be  found 
that  the  following  generally  indicate  an  Anglo-Saxon  origin :  II 
and  Jr,*  rfr,t  gl  and  gr,  h,  and  especially  hn,  and  sh.  Words  be- 
ginning with  ea  are  almost  uniformly  Anglo-Saxon.  I  remember 
no  exceptions  but  edger,  eagle,  and  their  derivatives,  and  in  fact, 
the  same  combination  or  that  of  oa,  as  in  oak,  occurring  in  any 
part  of  a  word,  usually  indicates  a  Saxon  root,  as  does  also  the 
semi-vowel  w.  Th  is  found  only  in  words  originally  Saxon  or 
Greek. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  great  frequency  of  Latin  words  com- 
pounded with  prepositions  makes  it  probable :  That  if  the  first 
letter  be  the  vowel  a,  the  word  is  Latin  with  the  prefix  a b ,  ad 

each  other  as  brothers  and  sisters,  and  cousins  are  not  regarded  as  remoter  rel- 
atives than  children  of  the  same  parents.— See  Haxthausen,  TratiMcaucatia, 

♦  The  principal  exceptions  to  this  rule  are  blame,  blanch,  blank,  blaspheme, 
blemish,  blench ;  brace,  several  scientific  compounds  and  derivatives  from  the 
Oreek  Ppa;ciow,  branch,  brief  and  other  derivatives  from  the  Latin  brevis^ 
brick,  brilliant,  and  few  other  doubtful  or  less  important  words. 

f  Except  drape,  dress,  and  some  others. 
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or  ante;  if  ^  followed  by  a  consonant,  Latin  with  the  prepoei- 
tion  e  or  ex;  if  (^,  Latin  with  the  prefix  con  or  cum;  if  de^ 
Latin  with  the  prefix  de;  if  iy  Latin  with  in;  if  Oj  followed 
by  a  consonant,  Latin  with  the  prefix  o  b ;  if  ^,  Latin  with  the 
prefix  per,  pree,  prater,  or  pro;  if  w,  Latin  with  Oie 
prefix  sub  or  super;  if  r,  Latin  with  the  prefix  re. 

The  diphthong  cb,  though  employed  in  Anglo-Saxon,  is  no 
longer  found  in  native  English  words,  and  its  occurrence  in  any 
syllable  now  marks  a  Latin  or  Greek  origin ;  emtj  oi  and  ou  are 
fldmost  confined  to  words  of  modem  French  formation,  though  -aid 
and  -cidal  terminate  many  words  derived  from  the  Greek,  and 
they  are  also  used  as  endings  expressive  of  likeness  in  connection 
with  roots  belonging  to  other  languages. 

A  Greek  etymology  is  indicated  by  the  initials  eu  and  some- 
times en;  2iB  also  by  (»,  the  prefixes  apOy  pa/ra^  and  ptri^  and 
sometimes  jpro  /  and  by  the  initial  combinations  ohr  and  rh  /  by 
fh  and  ih  occurring  anywhere  in  a  word,  and  in  verbs,  by  the 
ending  -ize^  though  this  is  sometimes  used  with  Bomanoe  roots, 
as  inym^^TTiu^. 

The  Anglo-Saxon  had  several  distinct  terminations  for  adjec- 
tives, and  faint  traces  of  most  of  them  may  still  be  detected ; 
but  those  most  readily  recognizable  are  -y,  as  in  wi/ndy^  oUmdy  / 
-iah  and  -sams^  as  in  whitiah^  gcmieaome  /  -fut^  as  fearful  /  and 
-lesa^  as  in  loveless.  Of  these,  all  but  the  last  two  are  chiefly  con- 
fined to  Saxon  roots,  while  ftel  and  4ess  are  applied  indiscrimi- 
nately to  radicals  from  all  sources,  SiBjpamful,  joyless.* 

One  of  the  most  familiar  English  endings  of  noims  is  -(>r,  in- 

*  The  adverbial  ending  -ly  is  applied  indiscriminately  to  Saxon  and  foreign 
roots,  though  its  use  has  been  much  restricted  hi  more  modem  English*  In  the 
prologue  to  an  old  translation  of  the  Scriptures  (Wycliffite  versions,  L  p.  87  n.), 
we  find  Ebrudy,  CheeJdy,  LcUyrUy,  corresponding  to  the  Latin  Hebraicd, 
GrsBcd,  Latind,  and  in  Wycliffe,  Mark  zii.  1,  po^ably  for,  in  parables. 

In  a  dialogue  on  Free-Masonry,  ascribed  to  Henry  YI.,  and  printed  in  the 
Lives  of  Leland,  Heame,  and  Wood,  Oxford,  1772,  voL  I.  97,  heacUy  is  used 
for  chiefly y  or  parUculafiy. 

**  Quest.  What  mote  ytt  (Free-Masonry)  be  ?" 

'*  Ans.  Ttt  beeth  the  Skylle  of  Nature,  the  understondynge  of  the  myghte 
that  ys  herynne,  and  its  sondrye  worckynges ;  sonderlyche,  the  Skylle  of 
Rectenynges,  of  Waightes,  and  Motynges,  and  the  treu  manere  of  Faconnynge 
al  thynges  for  Mannes  use,  headlye,  Dwellynges,  and  Buyldynges  of  alia 
Kindes,"  <&c.,  <&c. 
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dicative  of  the  agent,  but  it  is  now  so  completely  confounded 
with  the  Latin  -or,  and  the  French  -eur,  represented  in 
our  orthography  by  or  and  (ywr^  that  it  has  lost  its  valne  as  a 
characteristic.  The  nominal  endings  -dom  and  -Kood^  and  the 
diminntiYe  -JAn^^  pretty  certainly  indicate  that  the  word  is  pnro 
English,  while  -neas  and  -M/p^  both  Anglo-Saxon  endings,  are 
freely  applied  to  French  and  Latin  primitives. 

The  Saxon  infinitive  verbs  ended  in  -an,  but  since  we  have 
dropped  this  characteristic,  we  have  no  verbal  endings  except 
those  in  -ize  and  -ate^  used  with  foreign  roots  only,  and  the  ter- 
minations of  the  tenses  and  participles,  which  are  applied  indis- 
cruninately  to  all  verbs,  without  regard  to  etymology.  If,  how- 
ever, a  verb  is  declined  with  what  is  called  ^e  strong  oonjuga^ 
tion,  or  by  a  change  of  vowel,  as  present  lyreak^  past  Iroke^  it  is 
almost  certainly  Anglo-Saxon. 

The  French  or  Latin  endings  -ovs  for  adjectives,  -«m  as  the 
sign  of  the  feminine  noun,  -meftU  expressive  of  state  or  condition, 
-imoe^  -fy,  -on^  and  -ude^  are  in  most  cases  employed  only  with 
Bomance  roots ;  and  though  convenience  and  habit  have  recon- 
ciled us  to  endearmerUy  a  Saxon  radical  with  a  Bomance  prefix 
and  termination,  we  reluctantly  accept  new  heterogeneous  com- 
binations of  this  sort  JEhUghien/meTU,  a  word  of  like  formation, 
though  very  much  wanted,  has  long  knocked  at  our  door,  with- 
out being  yet  fairly  admitted  to  the  native  circle. 

Most  of  these  rules  have  their  exceptions,  and  they  do  not  ex- 
haust the  list  of  etymological  characteristics,  but  I  believe  they 
embrace  the  principles  of  most  frequent  and  general  application, 
and  they  will  be  found  sufficient  to  determine  the  origin  of  a 
great  majority  of  the  words  of  our  vocabulary. 

With  the  exception  of  Greek,  as  the  source  of  most  of  the 
newly  framed  nomenclature  of  science,  the  I^atin  and  the  French 
are  the  only  languages  which  have  contributed  any  large  masses 
of  words  to  our  general  stock,  though  particular  imported  arts 
and  processes  have  brought  with  them  technical  terms  belonging 
to  other  tongues. 

It  is  often  impossible  to  determine  from  internal  evidence, 
from  the  form,  alone,  of  a  word  of  original  Latin  etymology, 
whether  we  derived  it  directly  from  its  primitive  source,  or  have 
taken  it  at  second-hand  from  the  French.     But  I  think  that  in 
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most  of  these  doubtful  eases,  the  balance  of  probability  is  strongly 
in  favor  of  the  French,  as  the  immediate  parent ;  and  this  I  argue 
from  the  fact,  that  though  the  influence  of  the  Latin  had  modi- 
fied the  Saxon  syntax,  it  had  not,  to  the  same  extent,  affected  the 
general  vocabulary  of  the  people,  until  the  Norman  Conquest 
made  French  the  official  language  of  the  government  and  the 
fashionable  dialect  of  the  nobility.  Most  old  words  of  this  clafis 
make  their  first  appearance  in  translations  from  the  French,  as 
for  instance  in  Chaucer's  versions.  Nor  is  the  strict  conformity 
of  a  word  to  the  Latin  orthography  by  any  means  a  proof  that  it 
waj9  first  borrowed  from  the  Latin ;  for  when  classical  literature 
became  a  familiar  study  in  England,  as  it  did  soon  after  the  in- 
vention of  printing,  very  many  words  which  had  been  introduced 
from  France  and  long  used  with  the  French  orthography,  were 
reformed  in  their  spelling  so  as  to  bring  them  nearer  to  their 
primitive  etymology,  and  then  a  new  pronunciation  was  often 
adopted,  more  accordant  to  the  new  orthography.  These  changes 
both  in  form  and  orthoepy  are  of  much  philological  interest,  but 
as  I  shall  have  occasion  to  examine  them  more  fully  hereafter,  I 
will  here  content  myself  with  a  single  instance.  Svhject  was 
originally  written  sfubgette  or  sugette  without  the  o,  and  of  course 
pronounced  without  it,  as  in  French.  When  it  was  recognized 
as  a  Latin  word,  the  c  was  restored,  and  the  pronunciation  changed 
accordingly. 

The  Anglo-Saxon  embodies  the  formative  principle,  and  is,  in 
the  strongest  possible  sense,  the  organic  mother  of  the  English 
language.  I  repeat,  vrt  the  strangest  sense^  because,  although  we 
have  admitted  a  great  number  of  foreign  words — so  great,  in  fact, 
that  we  may  be  said  to  have  two  parallel  vocabularies  and  to  have 
created  a  language  within  a  language — ^yet,  after  all,  in  the  essen- 
tial characters  of  speech,  there  is  a  closer  resemblance  between 
our  modern  dialect  and  Saxon  than  between  Italian  and  Latin, 
although  there  are  few  ItaUan  words  not  derived  from  the  Latin. 
Indeed,  this  double  form  of  our  language,  with  respect  to  what 
are  called  lexicalm,  or  mere  etymology,  is  a  fact  altogether  unique 
in  European  philology.  We  possess  a  garment  which,  remaining 
always  the  same  in  form,  may  yet  be  worn  either  side  out,  throw- 
ing up  now  the  warp  and  now  the  woof,  and  presenting  almost  a 
complete  diversity  of  colors  as  well  as  of  tissue,  and  we  have  tho 
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rare  facility  of  so  modifying  our  complexion,  as  to  be  entitled  to 
lay  claim  to  exclusive  cousinship  with  either  the  Gothic  or  the 
Bomance  families,  and  yet  sail  the  whole  time  under  the  Saxon 
flag.  It  is  true  that  wWle  we  can  readily  frame  a  sentence  whol- 
ly in  Anglo-Saxon,  we  cannot  easily  do  the  same  with  words  en- 
tirely Latin,  because  the  determinative  particles  and  auxiliaries, 
the  bolts,  pins,  and  hinges  of  the  structure,  must  be  Saxon.  In 
borrowing  Latin  words,  we  brought  with  them  neither  their  in- 
flections nor  their  particles,  and,  therefore,  though  we  may  make 
ihem  the  ashlar  of  the  period,  yet  both  the  mortar  and  the  bond 
are  always  English. 

The  following  extract  from  Macaulay's  article  in  the  Edinburgh 
Review^  on  Croker's  Boswell,  well  illustrates  the  diflEerence  be- 
tween a  Saxon  English  and  a  Latinized  diction : 

"  Johnson's  conyersation  appears  to  have  been  quite  equal  to  his  writings  in 
matter,  and  far  superior  to  them  in  manner.  When  he  talked,  he  clothed  his 
wit  and  his  sense  in  forcible  and  natural  expressions.  As  soon  as  he  took  his 
pen  in  his  hand  to  write  for  the  public,  his  style  became  systematically  vicious. 
AU  his  books  are  written  in  a  learned  language — in  a  language  which  nobody 
hears  from  his  mother  or  his  nurse— in  a  language  in  which  nobody  ever  quar- 
rels, or  drives  bargains,  or  makes  love— in  a  language  in  which  nobody  ever 
thinks.  It  is  clear  that  Johnson  himself  did  not  think  in  the  dialect  in  which 
he  wrote.  The  expressions  which  came  first  to  his  tongue  were  simple,  ener- 
getic, and  picturesque.  When  he  wrote  for  publication,  he  did  his  sentences 
out  of  English  into  Johnsonese.  His  letters  from  the  Hebrides  to  Mrs.  Thrale- 
are  the  original  of  that  work  of  which  the  Journey  to  the  Hebrides  is  the 
translation,  and  it  is  amusing  to  compare  the  two  versions.  '  When  we  were 
taken  up  stairs,'  says  he  in  one  of  his  letters,  '  a  dirty  fellow  bounced  out  of 
the  bed  on  which  one  of  us  was  to  lie.'  This  incident  is  recorded  in  the  Jour- 
ney as  follows :  '  Out  of  one  of  the  beds  on  which  we  were  to  repose,  started 
vp,  at  our  entrance,  a  man  black  as  a  Cyclops  from  the  forge.'  Sometimes 
Johnson  translated  aloud.  ' The  Rehearsal,'  he  said,  very  unjustly,  'has  not 
wit  enough  to  keep  it  sweet ';  then,  after  a  pause,  '  It  has  not  vitality  enough 
to  preserve  it  from  putrefaction." 

In  the  first  of  the  two  periods  just  quoted,  the  style  is  charac- 
terized as  unidiomatic,  quite  as  much  by  the  suspension  of  the 
sense  in  consequence  of  the  complicated  inversion,  "  Out  of  one 
of  the  beds,  started  up,  at  our  entrance,  a  man,"  as  by  the  selec- 
tion of  the  words  which  compose  it. 

Many  languages  are  so  copious  and  so  flexible,  that  the  same 
tiling,  or  nearly  the  same  thing,  may  be  said  in  several  different 
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forms,  but  there  are  f ew,  if  any,  where  the  range  of  expression  is  so 
great  as  in  English.  Take,  for  example,  two  or  three  good  Eng- 
lish translations  of  a  foreign  anthor,  and  you  will  generally  find 
them,  though  perhaps  equally  true  to  the  original,  yet  very  widely 
different  from  each  other,  both  in  vocabulary  and  in  structure  of 
period.  This  may  happen  in  different  ways.  One  translator  may 
choose  his  words  from  the  Saxon,  the  other  from  the  Latin  stock, 
or  they  may  incorporate  into  their  respective  styles  the  two  ele- 
mente  in  equal  proportions,  but  differ  in  their  selection  of  synony- 
mous  expresfdons ;  or  again,  they  may  prefer,  the  one  a  structure 
of  period  formed  more  upon  classical,  the  other  more  upon  indi« 
genous  models. 

In  spite  of  the  necessity  of  frequently  introducing  determina- 
tives in  languages  with  few  inflections,  it  will  in  general  be  found 
that  a  given  period,  framed  wholly  in  Anglo-Saxon,  will  contain 
as  few  words,  perhaps  even  fewer,  than  the  same  thought  ex- 
pressed in  the  Bomance  dialect  of  English.  The  reason  of  this  is 
that  the  unpleasant  effect  of  the  frequent  recurrence  of  partidea 
has  obliged  us  to  invent  forms  of  expression  in  which  such  mem- 
bers, though  grammatically  required  to  complete  the  period,  are 
dispensed  with,  and  we  use  those  forms  with  less  repugnance  in 
Saxon  combinations  where  they  were  first  employed,  than  in 
Latin  ones,  which  are  of  later  introduction  and  less  familiar 
structure.  Thus  we  say,  *  The  man  I  bought  the  house  of,'  *  the 
man  we  were  talking  of,'  and  we  may,  with  equal  grammatical 
propriety,  say,  ^  the  gentleman  I  purchased  the  house  of,'  ^  the 
person  we  were  conversing  of;  but  we  should  be  much  more 
likely  to  employ  a  more  formal  syntax,  ^  the  gentleman  of  whom 
I  purchased  the  house,'  *  the  person  of  whom  we  were  conversing.' 
Again,  one  would  say,  *  I  told  him  I  had  called  on  Gteneral  Tay- 
lor,' omitting  the  conjunction  thai^  before  the  second  member  of 
the  period ;  but  if  we  employed  Bomance  words,  we  should  more 
probably  retain  the  conjunction,  as,  *  I  informed  him  that  I  had 
paid  my  respects  to  the  President.'  Although,  then,  the  Anglo- 
Saxon  so  far  controls  all  other  elements  that  we  may  grammati- 
cally employ  foreign  words  in  the  same  way  as  native  ones,  yet  a 
half -unconscious  sense  of  linguistic  congruity  usually  suggests  a 
more  formal  structure  of  the  period  when  it  is  composed  chiefly 
of  Bomance  radicals. 
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Our  best  proverbs  and  proverbial  phrafles,  especially  the  alliter- 
ative and  rhyming  ones,  onr  pithy  saws,  onr  most  striking  similes 
and  descriptive  expressions,  and  onr  favorite  quotations,  are  in 
general,  wholly,  or  in  a  very  large  proportion,  made  np  of  native 
English  words.  Take  for  example  these  quotations  from  Scriptnre: 

**  Whoso  aheddeth  man's  blood,  by  man  shall  his  blood  be  shed." 

"  His  hand  shall  be  against  every  man,  and  every  man's  hand  against  him." 

*'  Bring  down  my  gray  hairs  with  sorrow  to  the  grave." 

"  I  have  been  young,  and  now  am  old ;  yet  have  I  not  seen  the  righteous 

foaraaken,  nor  his  seed  begging  bread." 

*'  If  I  forget  thee,  0  Jerusalem,  let  my  right  hand  forget  her  cunning." 
''Whatsoever  thy  hand  findeth  to  do,  do  it  with  thy  might." 
*'  Oast  thy  bread  upon  the  waters,  for  thou  shalt  find  it  after  many  days." 
"For  th^  have  sown  the  wind,  and  th^  shall  reap  the  whirlwind." 
"And  th^  shall  beat  their  swords  into  ploughshares,  and  their  spears  into 

proning-hooks." 

"  Therefore,  whatsoever  ye  would  that  men  should  do  to  you,  do  ye  even  so 

to  them";  and  so,  the  popular  version  of  this  law : — "Do  as  you  would  be 

done  by." 

"Thou  Shalt  love  the  Lord  thy  Qod  with  all  thy  heart,  and  with  all  thy 

soul,  and  with  all  thy  strength,  and  with  all  thy  mind.    Thou  shalt  love  thy 

neig^ibor  as  thyself." 

In  these  quotations,  as  well  as  in  hundreds  of  others  from  the 
same  exalted  source,  every  word,  with  the  doubtful  exception  of 
prumng^  is  Saxon.  So,  these  proverbs  are  expressed  wholly 
in  native  English : 

When  you  are  an  anvil,  hold  you  still ; 

When  you  are  a  hanmier,  strike  your  filL 

If  you  do  not  want  to  go  into  the  stove,  lie  athwart  the  door. 

Be  not  a  baker,  if  your  head  be  of  butter. 

The  horse  thinks  one  thing ;  he  that  rides  him  another. 

The  singing-man  keeps  his  shop  in  his  throat 

One  nail  drives  out  another. 

Where  an  important  thought,  a  maxim  or  illustration,  has  been 
uttered  by  equally  high  authorities  in  the  Saxon  and  the  Latin 
idiom,  the  former  acquires  established  popular  currency.  The 
parable  of  the  man  who  built  his  house  upon  the  sand  is  given  us 
by  both  Matthew  and  Luke,  and  the  two  narratives  are  identical 
in  their  facts.  Matthew,  as  rendered  by  the  authorized  transla- 
tion, gives  the  catastrophe  in  plain  Saxon-English : 

"And  the  rain  descended,  and  the  floods  came,  and  the  winds  blew,  and 
beat  upon  that  house,  and  it  fell,  and  great  was  the  fall  of  it" — Matt.  vii.  27. 
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The  learned  evangelist  Luke  employed  a  more  classic  style  of 
narrative,  and  the  translators  have  endeavored  to  give  the  effect 
of  this  by  a  less  idiomatic  and  more  ornate  Latinized  diction : 

"  Against  which  the  stream  did  beat  yehemently,  and  immediately  it  fell, 
and  the  ruin  of  that  house  was  great." — Luke  vi.  49. 

The  narrative  of  Matthew  specifies  two  circumstances  omitted 
by  Luke,  "the  rain  descended,"  and  "the  winds  blew."  Li  the 
former  phrase  our  translators  employed  the  Latin  word  "<fo- 
scended^^  in  order  to  avoid  the  repetition  of  the  verb  ^feU^^ 
which  waj9  needed  in  the  subsequent  clause  describing  the  fall  of 
the  house,  but  otherwise  the  words  are  all  Saxon. 

In  the  corresponding  passage  in  Luke,  there  are  three  emphatic 
Latin  words,  veheTnerMy^  vnvmediatdy^  and  ruin,  Kow  let  us 
compare  the  two  passages,  and  say  which,  to  every  English  ear,  ie 
the  most  impressive : 

"And  the  rain  descended,  and  the  floods  came,  and  the  winds  blew,  and 
beat  upon  that  house,  and  it  fell,  and  great  was  the  fall  of  it" 

"  Against  which  the  stream  did  beat  vehemently,  and  inunediately  it  feU^ 
and  the  ruin  of  that  house  was  great." 

There  can  scarcely  be  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  relative 
force  and  beauty  of  the  two  versions,  and  accordingly  we  find 
that  while  that  of  Matthew  has  become  proverbial,  the  narrative 
of  Luke  is  seldom  or  never  quoted.* 

*  It  may  be  interesting  to  compare  the  Greek  text  of  these  two  passages  with 
the  MoBso-Gothic,  and  the  early  Anglican  versions.  I  give  the  Greek  (Scholz's 
text)  and  Tyndale's  translation  from  Bagster's  Hexapla,  London,  1841 ;  the 
M<Bso-Gk)thic  from  Gabelentz  and  Loebe,  the  Anglo-Saxon  from  Elipstein,  and 
Wyclifle  from  the  Wycliflate  versions,  Oxford,  1860. 

From  Matthew  viL  27. 

Kat  Kariptf  i  ppox^  '"li  ^Ai^ov  ol  norafioly  koX  litvevaav  61  hvefwi^  ml  vpoaiiso^taw 

MoEBO-GoTHic  OP  Ulphiulb. 

Jah  attddja  dalaf>  rign  Jah  qemun  awos  jah  vaivoun  vindos  Jah  bistugquo 
bi  Jainamma  razna  Jah  gadraus  jah  vas  dnis  Is  mikils.  ^ 

Anglo-Saxon. 

Tha  rlnde  hyt,  and  thaer  c6m  flod,  and  bleowon  windas,  and  ahruron  od 
thaet  hus ;  and  thaet  hus  f eoU,  and  hys  hryre  was  myceL 
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I  cannot,  upon  this  occasion,  enter  upon  the  history  of  the 
primary  amalgamation  of  the  incongmons  elements  which  com- 
pose the  English  speech,  for  this  would  involve  a  minuteness  of 
detail,  and  an  amount  of  grammatical  discussion,  that  would  not 
be  otherwise  than  fatiguing ;  but  it  will  not  be  irrelevant  to  our 
present  purpose  to  make  a  few  observations  upon  the  change 
which  took  place  in  the  fourteenth  century,  and  which  impressed 
upon  oiir  language  many  of  the  moet  striking  features  that  di8tin- 
guish  it  from  the  Anglo-Saxon.  The  work  of  Langland  called 
iPiers  Ploughman's  Vision,  and  its  sequel,  the  Creed,  are  of  this 
century;  but,  both  in  poetic  form  and  in  vocabulary,  they  belong, 
not  indeed  to  the  Anglo-Saxon,  but  to  the  transition,  or  what  may 
be  called  the  terUatme  or  experimental  period,  when  the  new 
speech  was  striving  to  detect  and  bring  out  its  own  latent  affini- 
ties and  tendencies.  Besides,  the  diction  and  syntax  of  those 
works  are  marked  by  peculiarities  which  are,  with  apparently 
good  reason,  held  to  be  characteristic  rather  of  certain  local  dia- 
lects than  of  the  general  idiom  of  the  period.  English  literature 
must  therefore  be  considered  as  conmiencing  with  the  writings  of 

Wycliffb. 

And  rayn  came  doun,  and  floodis  camen,  and  wyndis  blewen,  and  thei  hur- 
liden  in  to  that  hous ;  and  it  f  elle  doun,  and  the  f  allyng  doun  thereof  was  grete. 

Ttndalb. 

And  abundaunoe  of  rayne  descended,  and  the  fluddes  came,  and  the  wyndes 
blewe  and  beet  vpon  that  housse,  and  it  fell,  and  great  was  the  fall  of  it. 

From  LuKB  vi.  49. 

Hkya. 

M(ESO-GoTHic  OF  Ulphilas. 

j^patei  bistagq  flodus  Jah  suns  gadraus,  Jah  varf>  so  usvalteins  ]^is  raznis 

mikla. 

Anglo-Saxon. 

And  thaet  flod  in-fleow,  and  hraedlice  hyt  afeoU ;  and  wearth  mycel  hiyre 

thaes  buses. 

Wycliffe. 

In  to  which  the  flood  was  hurlid,  and  a  non  it  f elde  doun ;  and  the  fallinge 
doun  of  that  hous  is  maad  greet. 

Tyndalb. 

Agaynst  which  the  fludde  did  bet ;  and  it  fell  by  and  by.    And  the  fall  of 
ttiat  housse  was  greate. 
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Wycliffe,  Grower,  and  Chancer.  The  advance  of  Wycliffe  *  upoc 
Langland  is  chiefly  grammatical,  not  lexical ;  at  least^  the  differ^ 
ence  in  the  proportion  of  foreign  words  used  by  them  respectively 
is  inconsiderable.  The  influence  of  Continental  secular  literature^ 
as  distinguished  from  the  style  and  diction  of  theological  composi- 
tions, is  hardly  traceable  in  Wycliffe,  bnt  very  conspicnons  in  his 
poetical  contemporaries.  The  crown  of  England,  in  the  best  days 
of  Edward  HL,  numbered  perhaps  as  many  French  as  British 
subjects,  and  its  Continental  territory,  where  French  only  was 
native,  was  scarcely  less  extensive  than  its  English  soiL  The  two 
languages  had  existed  in  England  side  by  side  for  three  whole 
centuries,  and  the  Korman  dialect  was  tiie  favorite  speech  of 
court  and  aristocratic  life.  That  Chaucer,  himsftlf  a  courtier, 
should  have  imbibed  a  large  infusion  of  the  French  element,  was 
natural,  and  copying,  too,  from  foreign  models  and  translating 
from  foreign  authors,  it  was  inevitable  that  his  diction  should  ex- 
hibit traces  of  French  influence.  Chaucer  accordingly  used  a 
number  of  French  and  Gkdlicized  Latin  words  not  found  in  other 
English  writers  of  his  time,  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  many  of 
them  have  been  retained  upon  his  authority  in  place  of  equally 
appropriate  and  expressive  Saxon  terms.  So  far,  therefore,  the 
charge  often  preferred  against  him  of  having  alloyed  the  language 
by  the  introduction  of  French  words  and  idioms,  though  by  no 
means  true  in  its  whole  extent,  is  not  absolutely  without  founda- 
tion, but  at  the  same  time  his  syntax  remained  substantially  and 
essentially  Saxon,  and  a  comparison  of  his  poems  with  those  of 
other  writers  of  the  period  will  show  that  the  poetic  dialect  of  our 
speech,  its  flexibility,  compass,  and  variety  of  expression,  were 

*  I  am  not  disposed  to  allow  that  the  name  of  Wycliffe  was  but  a  myth,  the 
Impersonation  of  a  school  of  reformers,  and  I  think  we  may  well  be  slow  in 
adopting  the  theory  which  reconciles  the  discrepancies  between  the  different 
accounts  of  the  life  of  the  great  English  apostle,  by  the  supposition  that  there 
were  two  or  more  Wycliffes,  as  in  Greek  mythology  there  was  a  plurality  of 
Herakles.  Still,  the  extreme  uncertainty  of  the  evidence  which  identifies  any 
existing  manuscript  as  an  actual  production  of  the  translator  Wycliffe,  and  the 
great  stylistic  differences  between  the  works  usually  ascribed  to  him,  require 
us  to  use  great  caution  in  speaking  of  the  characteristics  of  his  diction.  In 
general,  when  I  cite  the  authority  of  Wycliffe,  I  refer  to  the  fXd^  of  the  two 
versions  of  the  New  Testament  printed  in  the  Wycliffe  translations,  Ozfcnrd, 
1»50. 
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developed  by  him  to  such  an  extraordinary  degree,  that  there  are 
few  instances  in  the  history  of  literature  where  a  single  writer 
has  exerted  so  great,  and  in  one  direction  at  least,  so  beneficial  an 
influence  on  the  language  of  his  time,  as  Chaucer.  Langland, 
Ghower,  Chaucer,  and  WydifiEe  belong  chronologically  to  the  same 
period,  but  the  secular  poets  and  the  reUgious  reformers  moved 
in  different  spheres,  addressed  themselves  to  different  audiences, 
and  the  vocabulary  and  style  of  each  are  modified  by  the  circum- 
stances under  which  he  wrote,  and  the  subject  on  which  he  was 
employed.  Grower  and  Chaucer,  writing  for  ladies  and  cavaliers, 
used  the  phraseology  most  likely  to  be  intelligible  and  acceptable 
to  courtiers,  while  Wycliffe  and  the  author  of  the  Ploughman 
were  aiming  to  bring  before  the  popular  mind  the  word  of  God 
and  the  abuses  of  the  church.  The  vocabulary  of  the  reformers, 
both  in  prose  and  verse,  is  drawn  abnost  wholly  from  homely 
Anglo-Saxon  and  the  habitual  language  of  religious  life,  while  the 
lays  of  Gower  and  Chaucer  are  more  freely  decorated  with  the 
flowers  of  an  exotic  and  artificial  phraseology.*    Wycliffe  and  his 

*  Notwithstanding  the  amount  of  i)oeticaI  embellishment  in  Chaucer's 
works,  he  actually  employs  a  smaller  percentage  of  Latin  and  French  words 
than  the  author  of  Piers  Ploughman,  though  the  general  difference  in  this 
respect  is  perhaps  less  than  the  computation  given  in  Lecture  YI.  would  indi- 
cate. The  dialect  of  Piers  Ploughman  has  been  popularly  supposed  to  be  more 
thoroughly  Anglo-Saxon  than  that  of  Chaucer,  because  the  former  uses  very 
many  native  words  not  found  in  the  latter,  and  which  are  now  obsolete ;  but 
in  point  of  fact,  Chaucer's  style  is  quite  as  idiomatic  as  that  of  Langland,  if 
tried  by  either  an  Anglo-Saxon  or  a  modem  English  standard. 

There  is  no  doubt  a  strong  resemblance  between  the  general  diction  of  this 
poet  and  of  Gower.  The  etymological  proportions  of  their  vocabularies  are 
not  widely  different,  nor  are  the  grammatical  discordances  between  them  very 
great.  But  in  the  choice  of  words  as  determined  by  subject,  in  metrical  con- 
struction, in  poetic  coloring,  in  compass,  variety,  beauty,  and  appositeness  of 
illustration,  in  dramatic  i>ower,  in  nice  perception  of  character,  and  in  justness 
of  thought,  the  superiority  of  Chaucer  is  almost  immeasurable.  A  reader  who 
should  note  the  passages  in  his  works,  which  in  point  of  thought  or  expression 
are  i)articularly  suited  to  serve  as  effective  quotations,  would  find  on  reviewing 
his  list,  that  no  English  writer  except  Shakespeare,  has  uttered  so  many  strik- 
ing and  pithy  $entenee»  as  Chaucer. 

Few  of  his  greater  qualities  were  inherited  by  his  immediate  successors. 
The  influence  of  his  style  is  perceptible  enough  in  the  poetic  diction  of  all  after 
ages ;  but  it  is  strange  that  the  following  century  should  have  given  birth  to 
almost  nothing  better  than  what,  in  spite  of  the  ingenious  arguments  of  Skel- 
ton's  defenders,  I  must  still  characterize  as  the  wretched  ribaldry  of  thai 
author. 
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aasociates,  in  their  biblical  translations,  nse  few  foreign  words  not 
transplanted  directly  from  the  Latin  Ynlgate,  but  in  their  own 
original  writings  they  employ  as  large  a  proportion  of  liomance 
vocables  as  occurs  in  those  of  Chaucer's  works  where  they  are 
most  numerous.  In  the  Squire's  Tale,  nine  per  cent  of  the 
words  are  of  Continental  origin,  in  the  Konnes  Prestes  Tale  the 
proportion  falls  to  seven,  while  in  the  prose  Personee  Tale,*  a  re- 
ligious homily,  it  rises  to  eleven.  The  diction  of  Chaucer  in  the 
Persones  Tale  does  not  differ  very  essentially  from  that  of  other 
religious  writers  of  the  same  period.  It  is  by  no  means  the  pro- 
portion  of  foreign  words  which  distinguishes  the  dialect  of  Chau- 
cer's poems  from  the  common  literary  dialect  of  the  limes.  It  is 
the  selection  of  his  vocabulary,  and  tiie  structure  of  his  periods, 
that  mark  his  style  as  his  own,  and  it  is  a  curious  fact,  that  of  the 
small  number  of  foreign  words  employed  by  him  and  by  Gower, 
a  large  share  were  in  a  manner  forced  upon  them  by  llie  neces- 
sities of  rhyme ;  for  while  not  less  than  ninety  parts  in  a  hundred 
of  their  vocabularies  are  pure  Anglo-Saxon,  more  than  one-fourth 
of  the  terminal  words  of  their  verses  are  Latin  or  French. 

Englishmen  have  sometimes  looked  back  with  regret  to  the 
loss  of  the  splendid  conquests  of  Edward  IH.,  and  the  older  Eng- 
lish provinces  on  the  east  and  south  of  the  channel,  but  there  can 
be  little  doubt  that  the  surrender  of  territory  was  a  gain,  so  far  as 
respects  the  unity  and  harmony  of  national  character,  the  devel- 
opment of  the  language,  and  the  creation  of  an  independent  litera- 
ture. The  first  effect  of  the  great  victories  of  that  reign,  no 
doubt,  was  to  stimulate  the  national  pride  of  England,  and  to 
clothe  every  thing  properly  indigenous  with  new  respectability 
and  value.  It  is  perhaps  to  this  feeling  that  we  are  to  ascribe 
the  statute  of  the  thirty-ninth  year  of  Edward  III.,  which  pre- 
scribed that  pleas  should  be  pleaded,  as  well  as  debated  and 
judged,  in  English,  though  they  were  to  be  enrolled  in  Latin. 
The  self-conscious  spirit  of  Anglo-Saxon  nationality  was  for  the 

moment  thoroughly  roused,  but  the  nobility  and  gentry  were 

■■I 
♦  The  Persones  Tale  is  substantially  a  version  of  a  Latin  work  of  Albertano 
di  Brescia,  composed  about  the  middle  of  the  thirteenth  century  and  translated 
into  the  Tuscan  dialect  a  very  few  years  later.  By  singular  good  fortone, 
this  work  of  Albertano's  is  thus  among  the  earliest  prose  monuments  of  botli 
English  and  Italian  literature. 
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largely  of  Norman  extraction,  and  still  attached  to  their  heredi- 
tary speech.  The  statute  does  not  appear  to  have  been  much  re- 
garded in  practice,  and  French*  and  Latin  continued  to  be  the 
official  languages,  for  a  long  time  after.  From  the  Norman  Con- 
quest to  the  twenty-fifth  year  of  Edward  I.,  1297,  all  parliamen- 
tary enactments  were  recorded  and  promulgated  in  Latin.  From 
that  date  to  the  third  year  of  Henry  VH.,  in  1487,  they  are 
almost  wholly  in  French,  and  thereafter  only  in  English,  but  the 
records  of  judicial  proceedings  were  made  up  in  Latin  down  to 
a  much  later  date ;  and  in  fact  England  was  never  thoroughly 
Anglicized,  until  its  political  connection  with  the  continent  was 
completely  severed. 

"  Had  the  Plantagenets,''  observes  Macaulay,  "  as  at  one  time 
seemed  likely,  succeeded  in  uniting  all  France  under  their  gov- 
ernment, it  is  probable  that  England  would  never  have  had  an 
independent  existence.  The  noble  language  of  Milton  and  Burke 
would  have  remained  a  rustic  dialect  without  a  literature,  a  fixed 
granmiar,  or  a  fixed  orthography,  and  would  have  been  contemptu- 
ously abandoned  to  the  boors.  No  man  of  English  extraction 
would  have  risen  to  eminence,  except  by  becoming  in  speech  and 
in  habits  a  Frenchman." 

Analogous,  though  certainly  not  identical,  consequences,  would 
have  followed  from  the  failure  of  the  Keformers  to  release  Eng^ 
land  from  her  allegiance  to  the  Papal  see ;  for  the  mighty  intel- 
lectual struggle,  which  shook  Christendom  in  the  sixteenth  cen- 
tury, had  a  powerful  influence  in  rousing  the  English  mind  to 
vigorous  action,  throwing  it  back  on  its  own  resources,  and  com- 
pelling it  to  bring  out  whatever  of  strength  and  efficiency  was 
inherent  in  the  national  mind  and  the  national  speech.  Tyndale's 
Testament  was,  for  its  time,  as  important  a  gift  to  the  English 
people,  as  was  King  James's  translation  (of  which  indeed  Tyn- 
dale's  forms  the  staple),  fourscore  years  later ;  and  in  the  theo- 
logical controversies  of  that  century  our  mother-tongue  acquired 
and  put  forth  a  compass  of  vocabulary,  a  force  and  beauty  of  dic- 
tion, and  a  power  of  precise  logical  expression,  of  which  scarce 
any  other  European  tongue  was  then  capable,  and  which  the  best 
English  writers  of  later  centuries  can  hardly  be  said  to  have  sur- 
passed. 


LEOTUBE    VIII. 


THB  YOOABTTLABY  OF  THB  ENGLISH  LANOUAaH. 


The  Anglo-Saxon  represents  at  once  the  material  sabstratnm 
and  the  formative  principle  of  the  English  language.  Yon  may 
eliminate  all  the  other  ingredients,  and  there  still  subsists  a  speech, 
of  itself  sufficient  for  all  the  great  purposes  of  temporal  and  spir- 
itual Uf e,  and  capable  of  such  growth  and  development  from  its 
own  native  sources,  and  by  its  own  inherent  strength,  as  to  fit  it 
also  for  all  the  factitious  wants  and  new-found  conveniences  of 
the  most  artificial  stages  of  human  society.  K,  on  the  other 
hand,  you  strike  out  the  Saxon  element,  there  remains  but  a  jum- 
ble of  articulate  sounds  without  coherence,  syntactic  relation,  or 
intelligible  significance.  But  though  possessed  of  this  inexhausti- 
ble mine  of  native  metal,  we  have  rifled  the  whole  orbis  ver- 
horumy  the  world  of  words,  to  augment  our  overflowing  stores, 
so  that  every  speech  and  nation  under  heaven  has  contributed 
some  jewels  to  enrich  our  cabinet,  or,  at  the  least,  some  humble  im- 
plement to  facilitate  the  communication  essential  to  the  proper 
discharge  of  the  duties,  and  the  performance  of  the  labors,  of 
moral  and  material  life.  These  foreign  conquests,  indeed,  have 
not  been  achieved,  these  foreign  treasures  won,  without  some 
shedding  of  Saxon  blood,  some  sacrificing  of  domestic  coin,  and 
if  we  have  gained  largely  in  vocabulary,  we  have,  for  the  time  at 
least,  lost  no  small  portion  of  that  original  constructive  power, 
whereby  we  could  have  fabricated  a  nomenclature  scarcely  less 
wide  and  diversified  than  that  which  we  have  borrowed  from  so 
distant  and  multiplied  sources.  English  no  longer  exercises,  though 
we  may  hope  it  still  possesses,  the  protean  gift  of  transformation, 
which  could  at  pleasure  verhaUze  a  noun,  whether  substantive 

or  adjective,  and  the  contrary ;  we  have  dropped  the  variety  ol 
a48) 
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significant  endings,  which  indicated  not  only  the  grammatical  char- 
acter, but  the  grammatical  relations,  of  the  words  of  the  period, 
and  with  them  sacrificed  the  power  of  varying  the  arrangement 
of  the  sentence  according  to  the  emphasis,  so  as  always  to  nse  the 
right  word  in  the  right  place ;  we  have  soffered  to  perish  a  great 
mtdtitnde  of  forcible  descriptive  terms ;  and  finally  we  no  longer 
enjoy  the  convenience  of  framing  at  pleasure  new  words  ont  of 
old  and  familiar  material,  by  known  roles  of  derivation  and  com- 
position, bnt  are  able  to  increase  our  vocabulary  only  by  borrow- 
ing from  foreign  and,  for  the  most  part,  unallied  sources.  Nev- 
ertheless, in  the  opinion  of  able  judges,  our  gains,  upon  the  whole, 
so  far  at  least  as  the  vocabulary  is  concerned,  more  than  balance 
ourloeses.  Our  langaage  haTbecome  mo^copious,  more  fieri- 
ble,  more  refined,  and  capable  of  greater  philosophical  precision 
and  a  wider  variety  of  expression. 

The  introduction  of  foreign  words  and  foreign  idioms  has  made 
English  less  easy  of  complete  mastery  to  ourselves,  and  its  mixed 
character  is  one  reason  why,  in  general,  even  educated  English 
and  Americans  speak  less  well  than  Continental  scholars ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  same  composite  structure  renders  it  less  diffi- 
cult for  foreigners,  and  thus  it  is  eminently  fitted  to  be  the 
speech  of  two  nations,  one  of  which  counts  among  its  subjects, 
the  other  among  its  citizens,  people  of  every  language  and  every 
clime. 

Our  losses  are  greatest  in  the  poetic  dialect,  nor  have  they,  in 
this  department,  except  for  didactic  and  epic  verse,  been  at  all 
balanced  by  our  acquisitions  from  the  Latin  and  the  French,  or 
rather  from  the  former  through  the  latter.  We  have  suffered  in 
the  vocabulary  suited  to  idyllic  and  to  rural  poetry,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  domestic  affections,  and  the  sensibilities  of  every- 
day social  life.  In  short,  while  the  nomenclature  of  art  has  been 
enriched,  the  voice  of  nature  has  grown  thin  and  poor ;  and  at 
the  same  time,  in  the  loss  of  the  soft  inflections  of  the  Saxon 
grammar,  English  prosody  has  sustained  an  injury  which  no  va- 
riety of  foreign  terminations  can  compensate.  The  recovery  and 
restoration  of  very  many  half-forgotten  and  wholly  unsupplied 
Saxon  words,  and  of  some  of  the  melodious  endings  which  gave 
such  variety  and  charm  to  rhyme,  is  yet  possible,  and  it  is  here 
that  I  look  for  one  of  the  greatest  benefits  to  our  literature  from 
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the  study  of  our  ancient  mother-tongue.  Even  Chaucer,  whon: 
a  week's  labor  will  make  almost  as  intelligible  as  Drjden,  might 
furnish  our  bards  an  ample  harvest,  and  a  knowledge  of  the  ex- 
isting remains  of  Anglo-Saxon  literature  would  enable  us  to  give  to 
our  poetic  vocabulary  and  our  rhythm  a  compass  and  a  beauty  but- 
passed  by  that  of  no  modem  tongue.  It  is  remarkable  that  Ben 
Jonson,  in  lamenting  the  disappearance  of  the  old  verbal  plural 
ending  -^n,  as,  they  loven^  they  complmnen^  instead  of  they  love, 
they  compla/in — a  form  which  he  says  he  ^^  dares  not  presume  to 
set  afoot  again,  though  the  lack  thereof,  well  considered,  will  be 
found  a  great  blemish  to  our  tongue," — should  confine  the  ex- 
pression of  his  regret  solely  to  the  loss  of  a  grammatical  sign, 
without  adverting  to  the  superior  rhythmical  beauty  and  conveni- 
ence of  the  obsolete  form.  Early  English  inherited  from  the 
Saxon  numerous  terminations  of  case,  number,  and  person,  with 
an  obscure  vowel  or  liquid  final,  constituting  trochaic  feet,  and 
the  loss  of  these  has  compelled  us  to  substitute  spondaic  measurea 
to  an  extent  which  singularly  interferes  with  the  melody  of  our 
versification.  Thus  in  Ohaucer's  time,  the  adjectives  a2Z,  smaUj 
and  the  like,  and  the  preterite  of  the  strong  verbs,  had  a  form  in  s 
obscure,  which  served  as  a  sign  of  the  plural.  The  e  final  in 
these  and  other  words  was  articulated  as  it  now  is  in  French  poe- 
try, except  before  words  beginning  with  a  vowel  or  with  A,  and 
thus  what  we  should  write  and  pronounce,  prosaically. 

And  small  fowls  make  melody 

That  sleep  all  the  night  with  open  eye, 

becomes  metrical  as  written  by  Chaucer,  and  pronounced  by  his 

contemporaries : 

And  smftlg  f Owl^  m&k6n  mS15dIe, 
Thftt  slSpSn  ftl  the  night  wYth  Op6n  yhe. 

But  this  point  will  be  more  properly  considered  in  a  subsequent 
part  of  our  course. 

It  has  been  observed  in  all  literatures,  that  the  poetry  and  the 
prose  which  take  the  strongest  hold  of  the  heart  of  a  nation  are 
usually  somewhat  archaic  in  diction ;  behind,  rather  than  in  ad- 
vance of,  the  fashionable  language  of  the  time.  They  are  the 
mellow  wine  of  the  national  thought :  "  the  old  is  better."  The 
reason  of  this  is  that  the  great  mass  of  every  people  is  slow  to 
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adopt  changes  in  its  vocabnlary.  Kew  words  are  introduced,  and 
long  exclusively  employed,  in  circles  that  are  rather  excrescences 
upon  society  than  essential  constituents  of  it ;  while  old  words 
ding  to  the  tongne  of  the  stable  multitude,  and  are  understood 
and  felt  by  it  long  after  they  have  ceased  to  be  current  and  intel- 
ligible among  the  changeful  coteries  that  assume  to  dictate  the 
speech,  as  well  as  the  opinions  and  the  manners,  of  their  genera- 
tion. Deep  in  the  recesses  of  our  being,  beneath  even  the  reach 
of  consciousness,  or  at  least  of  objective  self-inspection,  there  lies 
a  certain  sensibility  to  the  organic  laws  of  our  mother-tongue,  and 
to  the  primary  significance  of  its  vocabulary,  which  tells  us  when 
obsolete,  unfamiliar  words  are  fitly  used ;  and  the  logical  power 
of  interpreting  words  by  the  context,  acts  with  the  greatest  swift- 
ness and  certainty  when  it  is  brought  to  bear  on  the  material  of 
our  native  speech.  The  popular  mind  shrinks  from  new  words, 
as  from  aliens  not  yet  rightfully  entitled  to  a  place  in  our  com- 
munity, while  antiquated  and  half-forgotten  native  vocables,  Hke 
trusty  friends  returning  after  an  absence  so  long  that  their  features 
are  but  dimly  remembered,  are  welcomed  with  double  warmth, 
when  once  their  history  and  their  worth  are  brought  back  to  our 
recollection.  So  tenaciously  do  ancient  words  and  ancient  forms 
adhere  to  the  national  mind,  that  persons  of  little  culture,  but  of 
good  linguistic  perceptions,  will  not  unfrequently  follow  old  Eng- 
lish or  Scottish  authors  with  greater  intelligence  than  will  gram- 
marians trained  to  the  exact  study  of  written  forms,  and  I  have 
known  self-educated  women,  who  read  Chaucer  and  Bums  with  a 
relish  and  an  appreciation  rare  among  persons  well  schooled  in 
classic  lore. 

Doubtless  the  too  free  use  of  archaisms  is  an  abuse ;  but  the 
errors  which  have  been  conmiitted  by  modem  writers  in  this  way 
have  generally  been  not  so  much  in  employing  too  large  a  pro- 
portion of  older  words,  as  in  applying  them  to  new  objects, 
thoughts,  and  conditions. 

The  author  of  "  Nothing  to  Wear  "  would  have  committed  a 
serious  violation  of  the  laws  of  propriety  and  good  taste,  if  he  had 
adopted  the  dialect  of  the  sixteenth  century  in  that  fine  satire,  to 
which,  what  is  currently  called  the  local  color  of  the  composition 
gives  so  much  point  On  the  other  hand,  the  judicious  use  of 
antiquated  words  and  forms  in  the  Castle  of  Indolence,  an  im- 
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agiuative  conception  altogether  in  harmony  with  the  tone  of  an 
earlier  age,  has  clothed  that  exquisite  creation  with  a  charm  which 
renders  it  more  attractive  than  almost  any  other  poetical  produc- 
tion of  the  last  century. 

The  FiTigh'flh  author  who  has  most  affected  archaism  of  phrase- 
ology is  Spenser,  but  if  he  had  confined  himself  to  the  use  of 
roots  and  inflections  which  ever  were  true  English,  instead  of 
coining  words  and  forms  to  suit  his  metre  and  his  rhyme,  he 
would  have  escaped  something  of  the  censure  which  his  supposed 
too  conservative  love  of  the  reverend  and  the  old  brought  upon 
him,  at  the  close  of  a  period  during  which,  more  than  ever  after 
the  time  of  Chaucer,  the  language  had  been  in  a  state  of  meta- 
morphosis and  transition.* 

*  Spenser  wanted  not  able  defenders  in  his  own  time,  and  the  argament  of 
one  of  them  is  worth  listening  to  as  an  exposition  of  the  views  of  a  good  scholar, 
at  an  important  crisis  in  the  history  of  the  English  language,  and  as  in  itself  a 
characteristic  specimen  of  the  euphuism  which  was  then  a  fashionable  style  of 
literary  composition. 

"  And  first  of  the  wordes  to  speake,  I  graunt  they  bee  something  hard,  and 
of  most  men  unused,  yet  both  English,  and  also  used  of  most  excellent  au- 
thours,  and  most  famous  poets.  On  whom,  when  as  this  our  Poet  hath  bin 
much  travailed  and  thoroughly  read,  how  could  he  be  (as  that  worthie  Oratour 
sayde),  but  that  walking  in  the  Sunne,  although  for  other  cause  he  walked, 
yet  needes  he  mought  be  sunburnt ;  and  having  the  sound  of  those  auncient 
X)oets  still  ringing  in  his  eares,  he  mought  needes,  in  singing,  hit  out  some  of 
their  tunes. 

"  Sure  I  thinke,  and  thinke  I  think  not  amisse,  that  they  bring  great  grace, 
and,  as  one  would  say,  authoritie  to  the  verse.  For  albe,  amongst  many  other 
faults,  it  specially  be  obiected  of  Valla  against  Livie,  and  of  other  against 
Balust,  that  with  over  much  studie  they  affect  antiquitie,  as  covering  thereby 
credence  and  honour  of  elder  yeares ;  yet  I  am  of  opinion,  and  eke  the  best 
learned  are  of  the  like,  that  those  auncient  solemne  words  are  a  great  ornament, 
both  in  the  one,  and  in  the  other. 

"Ofttimes  an  ancient  worde  maketh  the  stile  seeme  grave,  and  as  it  were 
reverend,  no  otherwise  than  we  honor  and  reverence  gray  haires  for  a  certaine 
religious  regard  which  we  have  of  old  age. 

**  But  if  any  will  rashly  blame  his  purpose  in  choice  of  olde  and  unwonted 
wordes,  him  may  I  more  lastly  blame  and  condemne,  or  of  witlesse  headinesa 
in  iudging,  or  of  heedless  hardiness  in  condemning,  for  in  my  opinion  it  is  one 
especiall  praise,  of  many  which  are  due  to  this  poet,  that  he  hath  labored  to 
restore  as  to  their  rightful  heritage  such  good  and  naturall  English  wordes,  as 
have  beene  long  time  out  of  use,  and  almost  cleane  disherited.  Which  is  the 
only  cause,  that  our  mother-tongue,  which  truly  of  itself  la  both  full  inough 
foi  prose  and  stately  enough  for  verse,  hath  long  time  beene  counted  most  bare 
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Ben  Jonfion  sings : 

"Then  it  chimes, 
When  the  old  words  do  strike  on  the  new  times/' 

and  be  has  happily  conceiyed,  and  happily  expressed  in  prose,  the 
tme  role  for  the  selection  of  words  in  writings  designed  for  per- 
manence of  duration  and  effect 

"  We  must  not,"  says  he,  "  be  too  frequent  with  the  mint,  every 
day  coining,  nor  fetch  words  from  the  extreme  and  utmost  ages. 
Words  borrowed  of  antiquity  do  lend  a  kind  of  majesty  to  style, 
and  are  not  without  their  delight  sometimes.  For  they  have  the 
authority  of  years,  and  out  of  their  intermission  do  win  to  them- 
selves a  kind  of  grace-like  newness.  Sut  the  eldest  of  the  preserUj 
and  newest  of  the^o^  language  is  best." 

To  ascertain  the  number  of  words  in  use  at  any  given  time,  is 
a  matter  of  great  difficulty.  As  I  have  observed  in  a  former  lec- 
ture, new  words  are  constantly  making  their  appearance,  and  of 
these,  while  the  greater  part  are  forgotten  with  the  occasions 
which  produced  them,  some,  from  the  ^reat  importance  and  abid- 
ing influence  of  those  events,  or  from  uieir  own  inherent  expres- 
siveness, become  permanent  additions  to  the  language.  The  in- 
troduction of  new  words  can  scarcely  fail  to  be  marked,  but  the 
disappearance  of  old  and  established  expressions  is  not  a  thing  of 
so  easy  observation.  The  mere  nonrvser  of  a  word  is  not  likely 
to  be  noticed  until  it  has  been  so  long  out  of  currency  that  it 
strikes  us  as  unfamiliar  when  met  with  in  authors  of  an  earlier 
period.  .  Nor  does  the  fact,  that  a  word  is  not  actually  employed 
at  a  particular  epoch,  prove  it  to  be  permanently  obsolete. 

and  barren  of  botli.  Which  default  when  as  some  endeavoured  to  salve  and 
recure,  they  patched  up  the  holes  with  peeces  and  rags  of  other  languages,  bor- 
rowing here  of  the  French,  there  of  the  Italian,  every  where  of  the  Latin ; 
not  weighing  how  all  these  tongues  accord  with  themselves  but  much  worse 
with  ours :  so  now  they  have  made  our  English  tong  a  gallimaufry,  or  hodge- 
podge of  all  other  speeches. 

"  Other^  some  not  so  well  scene  in  the  English  tongue,  as  perhaps  in  other 
languages,  if  they  happen  to  hear  an  olde  word,  albeit  very  naturall  and  sig- 
nificant, cry  out  straightway,  that  we  speake  no  English  but  gibberish,  or  rather 
such  as  in  olde  time  Evander's  mother  spake ;  whose  first  shame  is  that  they 
are  not  ashamed,  in  their  own  mother-tongue  to  be  counted  strangers  and  aliens. 
The  second  shame  no  less  than  the  first,  that  whatso  they  understand  not,  they 
•treightway  deeme  to  be  senselesse  and  not  at  all  to  be  understoode." 
7» 
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Multa  renascentor  quas  jam  cecidere,  cadentque, 
Qu8B  nunc  iiint  in  honore  vocabula. 

Words  are  constantlj  pafismg  temporarily  out  of  use,  and  re- 
Buming  their  place  in  literature  again;  and  this  occasional  sus- 
pended animation  of  words,  followed  by  a  revival  and  restoration 
to  fall  activity,  is  one  of  the  most  curions  facts  in  their  history. 
But  this  subject  belongs  to  another  part  of  onr  course,  and  we 
shall  resume  it  hereafter.  We  can  never  overlook  at  once  our 
whole  contemporaneous  literature,  and  of  course  we  can  never  say 
how  extensive  its  active  vocabulary  is,  nor  how  far  its  gains,  whidi 
we  see  and  can  estimate,  are  compensated  by  losses  which  escape 
our  notice.  Such  computations  no  generation  can  make  for  itsdf , 
and  the  balance  can  be  struck  only  by  the  successor. 

There  is  one  verbal  revolution  which  is  more  within  the  scope 
of  familiar  observation.  I  refer  to  that  change  by  which  woids 
once  refined,  el^ant,  and  even  solemn,  come  to  suggest  trivial, 
vulgar,  or  ludicrous  thoughts  or  images.  Spenser,  in  speaking  of 
an  encounter  between  two  armies  or  single  knights,  often  says^ 
they  "  let  drive,"  or  "  rushed  full  drive,  at  each  other,"  and  both 
he  and  later  writers,  even  to  the  time  of  Dryden,  describe,  in  pa- 
thetic passages,  a  lady  as  having  her  face  ^^  blubbered  with  tears." 
The  phrase  "  not  to  be  named  the  same  day,"  now  very  inelegant, 
occurs  in  Abel  Eedivivus ;  and  the  grave  Hooker  warns  sinners 
of  the  danger  of  "  popping  down  into  the  pit."  JFhllaw,  origi- 
nally meaning  simply  a  comjpomixm^  is  now  often  a  term  of 
offence.  Hooker  and  Shakespeare  use  compa/nion^  now  become 
respectable,  as  expressive  of  contempt,  in  the  same  way  as  we  use 
fdlow^  and  it  is  remarkable  that  in  almost  all  the  European  Ian- 
goages,  the  word  corresponding  to  fellow  is  employed  chiefly  in  a 
disparaging  signification,  as  in  German,  Oesell;  in  Italian,  Chi 
^  questo  compagno  t 

PaHy^  for  person,  now  a  vulgarism,  occurs  in  the  Memorials 
of  the  Empire  of  Japcm^  published  by  the  Hakluyt  Society,  p. 
55,  and  very  frequently  in  Holland  and  other  authors  of  his  time. 
"  Apelles,  not  knowing  the  name  of  the  pa/rtie  who  had  brought 
him  thither,"  &c.,  &c.  *  *  "  but  the  king  presently  tooke  know- 
ledge thereby  of  ihepartie  that  had  played  this  pranke  by  him," 
Ac,  &c.    Holland's  Pliny,  11.  539,  E. 
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When  a  difftingniflhed  American  politician  expressed  a  willing- 
nees,  under  certain  circmnstances,  to  ^Het  the  Constitution  slide/' 
lie  was  criticised  almost  as  severely  for  the  undignified  character 
of  the  expression,  as  for  the  supposed  unpatriotic  sentiment ;  but 
lie  had  the  authority  of  Ohaucer  and  Shakespeare  {gt  the  lan« 
g^iBg^  if  not  for  tiie  thought  Young  Lord  Walter,  in  the 
Olerkes  Tale,  was  bo  devoted  to  hawking,  that 

Wd  ndgh  all  other  cures  let  he  slyde ; 

Hie  disconsolate  Dorigene  in  the  Frankeleines  Tale  was  fain  at 

last  to 

Lete  hire  aorwe  tHde; 

and  Sly,  in  the  Taming  of  the  Shrew^ 

Lets  the  world  dide, 

Gower  also,  C  8,  says : 


Thus  haue  I  lette  tiine  tUde 
For  slouthe ; 


and  again,  HE.  61 : 


The  high  creator    *    * 

•  •  •  • 

Fall  many  wonder  worldes  chaunce 
Let  dide  under  his  sufleraunce. 

Very  many  hnmble  coUoquialiamfl  current  in  this  conntry,  but 
not  now  used  in  England,  and  generally  supposed  to  be  American- 
isms, are,  after  all,  of  good  old  Britii^  family,  and  our  Eastern 
friends,  who  are  sometimes  ridiculed  for  talking  of  a  siff/U  of  peo- 
ple, may  find  comfort  in  learning  that  the  famous  old  romance, 
the  prose  Morte  d' Arthur,  uses  this  word  for  muUiiudey  and  that 
the  high-bom  dame,  Juliana  Bemers,  lady  prioress  of  the  nimnery 
of  Sopwell  in  the  fifteenth  century,  informs  us  that  in  her  time  a 
lomynable  sygJU  of  monJces  was  elegant  English  for,  ^  a  large 
company  of  friars.'  Dampier,  1703,  has  ^^ clear  round";  and 
also^  apparentiy  in  the  New  England  sense.  "  We  went  ashore 
aad  dried  our  deaths,  cleaned  our  guns,  dried  our  ammunition, 
2JidfxC  ourselves  against  our  enemies  if  we  should  be  attacked." 
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To  feel  o/y  occurs  in  Knox's  Ceilon  bearing  the  date  168L 

They  usually  gather  them  before  they  be  full  ripe,  boreing  an 
hole  in  them,  Bud  feeling  of  the  kernel,  they  know  if  they  be  ripe 
enough  for  their  purpose." 

Tonguey  (tungy),  formerly  common,  and  still  sometimes  used, 
in  Kew  England  in  the  sense  of  fluent  in  speech,  eloquent,  occurs 
in  the  older  text  of  the  Wydifie  version  of  Ecdesiasticus.  The 
later  text  \\B&j(mglere  instead. 

Ko  living  language  yet  possesses  a  dictionary  so  complete  as  to 
give  all  the  words  in  use  at  any  one  period,  still  less  all  those  that 
have  belonged  to  it  during  the  whole  extent  of  its  literary  history. 
We  cannot  therefore  arrive  at  any  predse  results  as  to  the  com- 
parative copiousness  of  our  own  and  other  languages,  but  there  is 
reason  to  think  that  the  vocabulary  of  English  is  among  the  most 
extensive  now  employed  by  man. 

The  number  of  English  words  not  yet  obsolete,  but  found  in 
good  authors  or  in  approved  usage  by  correct  speakers,  including 
the  nomenclature  of  science  and  the  arts,  does  not  probably  fall 
short  of  one  hundred  thousand.*  Now  there  are  persons  who 
know  this  vocabulary  in  nearly  its  whole  extent,  but  they  under- 
stand a  large  proportion  of  it  much  as  they  are  acquainted  with 
-Greek  or  Latin,  that  is,  as  the  dialect  of  books  or  of  special  arts 
or  professions,  and  not  as  a  living  speech,  the  common  language 
of  daily  and  hourly  thought.  Or  if,  like  some  celebrated  English 
and  American  orators,  living  and  dead,  they  are  able,  upon  occa- 
sion, to  bring  into  the  field  in  the  war  of  words  even  the  half  of 
this  vast  array  of  light  and  heavy  troops,  yet  they  habitually  con- 
tent themselves  with  a  much  less  imposing  display  of  verbal  force, 
and  use  for  ordinary  purposes  but  a  very  small  proportion  of  the 
words  they  have  at  their  command.  Out  of  our  immense  maga- 
zine of  words  and  their  combinations,  every  man  selects  his  own 
implements  and  weapons,  and  we  should  find  in  the  verbal  reper- 
tory of  each  individual,  were  it  once  fairly  laid  open  to  us,  a  key 
that  would  unlock  many  mysteries  of  his  particular  humanity. 


•  In  this  estimate  I  include  technical  terms  only  so  far  as  they  have  become 
a  part  of  the  general  vocabulary  of  all  cultivated  persons.  If  we  add  all  the 
-tpeckU  terms  of  every  science  and  every  art,  the  number  of  English  woidi 
would  be  far  beyond  one  hundred  thousand. 
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many  secrets  of  his  private  history,  so  that  ^  by  his  words  he 
might  be  justified,  and  by  his  words  he  might  be  condemned.' 

Few  writers  or  speakers  use  as  many  as  ten  thousand  words, 
ordinary  persons  of  fair  intelligence  not  above  three  or  four  thou- 
eand.  If  a  scholar  were  to  be  required  to  name,  without  examin- 
ation, the  authors  whose  English  vocabulary  was  the  largest,  he 
-would  probably  specify  the  all-embracing  Shakespeare,  and  the  all- 
Icnowing  Milton.  And  yet  in  all  the  works  of  the  great  dramatist, 
iihere  occur  not  more  than  fifteen  thousand  words,  in  the  poems 
of  Ifilton  not  above  eight  thousand.  The  whole  number  of 
^Igyptian  hieroglyphic  symbols  does  not  exceed  eight  hundred, 
and  the  entire  Italian  operatic  vocabulary  has  been  said  to  be 
scarcely  more  extensive. 

To  tiiose  whose  attention  has  not  been  turned  to  the  subject^ 
these  are  surprising  facts,  but  if  we  run  over  a  few  pages  of  a 
dictionary,  and  observe  how  great  a  proportion  of  the  words  are 
such  as  we  do  not  ourselves  individually  use,  we  shall  be  forced 
to  conclude  that  we  each  find  a  very  limited  vocabulary  sufficient 
for  our  own  purposes.  Although  we  have  few  words  absolutely 
synonymous,  yet  every  important  thought,  image,  and  feeling 
has  numerous  allied,  if  not  equivalent,  forms  of  expression,  and 
out  of  these  every  man  appropriates  and  almost  exclusively  em- 
ploys those  which  most  closely  accord  with  his  own  mental  con- 
stitution, his  tastes  and  opinions,  the  style  of  his  favorite  authors, 
or  which  best  accommodate  themselves  to  the  rest  of  his  habitual 
phraseology.  One  man  will  say  a  tTumkfuL  hewrt^  another  a 
grateful  spirit ;  one  usually  ejxrplojQ  fancy  where  another  would 
say  imagvnaUon  /  one  describes  a  friend  as  a  person  of  a  sanguine 
temperament^  another  speaks  of  him  as  a  man  of  a  hopeful  spirit  / 
one  regards  a  winter  passage  around  Cape  Horn  as  a  very  hazard- 
ous  voyage,  another  considers  it  a  pectdiarly  dangerous  trip. 
One  man  begins  to  huildy  another  commences  huHding*   Men  of 

*  Chmmenee  is  used  by  good  writers  only  as  a  transitive  verb,  and  as  such 
requires  the  participle  or  participial  noun,  not  the  infinitive,  after  it.  The 
phrase  I  etnnmenee  to  htuid,  now  occasionally  employed,  is  therefore  not  sanc- 
tioned by  respectable  authority.  At  the  same  time  there  is  no  valid  gramnuUi' 
eal  objection  to  its  use.  The  French,  from  whom  we  borrowed  this  verb,  say 
commencer  d  parler,  or  commencer  (U  parler,  according  to  circumstances,  and 
our  restriction  of  it  to  a  technically  transitive  character  is  purely  conventional. 
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moderato  passions  employ  few  epithets,  with  verbs  and  substan- 
tives of  mild  significations ;  excitable  men  nse  nnmerous  inten 
sives,  and  words  of  strong  and  stirring  meanings.  Loose  thinkera 
content  themselves  with  a  single  expression  for  a  large  daas  of  re- 
lated ideas;  logical  men  scmpnlously  select  the  precise  word 
which  corresponds  to  the  thought  they  utter,  and  jet  among  pev^ 
sons  of  but  average  intelligence,  each  understands,  though  not 
himseK  employing,  the  vocabulary  of  all  the  rest.  The  demands 
of  pure  and  of  physical  science,  and  of  mechanical  art,  for  a  more 
extended  nomenclature  wherewith  to  chronicle  their  progress  and 
aid  in  their  diffusion,  are  at  present  giving  occasion  to  a  more 
ample  coinage  of  new  words  than  are  supplied  from  any  other 
source.  Science,  with  the  exception  of  G^eology,  borrows  its 
vocabulary  chiefly  from  Greek  and  Latin  sources;  mechanical 
art,  to  some  extent  from  the  same  languages,  but  it  has  more 
generally  taken  its  technical  terms  from  native,  though  oftsi 
very  obscure,  roots.  The  number  of  words  of  art  which  the  last 
half  century  has  thus  introduced  into  English  is  very  great,  and  a 
large  proportion  of  them  are  sought  for  in  vain  in  our  most 
voluminous  dictionaries.  Lideed,  it  is  surprising  how  slowly  the 
commonest  mechanical  terms  find  their  way  into  dictionaries  pro- 
fessedly complete.  I  may  mention,  as  instances  of  this,  that 
penny y  a  denomination  of  the  sizes  of  naUs,  as  a  six-penny,  or  a 
ten-penny  nail,  though  it  was  employed  by  Featly  two  hundred 
years  ago,  and  has  been  in  constant  use  ever  since,  is  not  to  be 
found  in  Webster ;  *  and  the  great  French  and  Italian  dictionary 

*  "  He  fell  fierce  and  foule  upon  the  Pope  himself e,  threatning  to  looeea 
him  from  his  chayre,  though  he  were  fastened  thereto  with  a  tenpeny  naQe."-* 
Life  of  Abbot,  Abel  Redivivus,  546. 

Six-penny,  eigh^penn7,  ten-penny  nails,  are  nails  of  such  sizes,  that  a  tboa- 
sand  will  weigh  six,  eight,  or  ten  pounds,  and  in  this  phrase,  therefore^  peniiy 
seems  to  be  a  corruption  of  pound. 

Weidenfeld,  Secrets  of  the  Adepts,  uses  penny  for  duodecimal  part :  "  Of  the 
white  likewise,  one  was  to  be  of  ten-penny,  another  of  eleven,  another  of  ster- 
ling silver/'  &c. ,  &c.  —Address  to  Students  (15).  Here  ten-pent^  silyw  is  sUyer 
ten-twelfths  fine. 

There  is  a  very  common  and  very  proper  expression,  pair  qf  tiairt,  whidi 
the  dictionaries  and  the  sdolistic  pride  of  precisians  in  speech  generally  reject 
as  a  vulgar  inaccuracy.  This  phrase  is  used  by  Palsgrave,  Hakluyt,  Shake* 
speare,  and  G^rge  Saiidys,  and  it  is  found  in  the  Memoirs  of  Scriblerus,  as  well 
as  in  many  English  classics  of  the  best  age  of  our  Uterature.    The  fiwdfid  in- 
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of  Albert!,  in  the  edition  of  1885,  does  not  contain  the  word  for 
steamrboat  in  either  language. 

The  rapid  advance  of  the  natural  sciences  has  required,  in  all 
European  languages,  the  creation  of  a  great  number  of  new  words 
to  designate  new  scientific  ideas  and  newly  discovered  material 
objects.  On  the  formation  of  this  nomenclature,  different  philo- 
logical principles  have  been  adopted  at  different  times  and  by  dif- 

oorrectiiesB  lies  in  a  supposed  misapprehension  of  the  meaning  of  itair,  which 
those  who  criticize  the  phrase  imagine  to  be  synonymous  with  itep  or  tread. 
But  this  is  a  mistake.  The  Anglo-Saxon  stsBger,  whence  our  itair,  is  de- 
rived from  the  verb  s  t i gan ,  to  ascend  or  eHmb,  which,  in  the  form  sty  or  stie, 
was  in  use  as  an  English  verb  as  late  as  the  time  of  Spenser.  Stager  and 
stair,  though  sometimes  confounded  with  step,  properly  signify  alike  the  entira 
system  of  sucoesdve  steps  by  which  we  sty  or  climb  from  one  floor  to  another, 
and  they  may  therefore  be  considered  as  collectiye  nouns.  Thus  Milton,  Para, 
disc  Lost,  iii,  540-3 : 

Satan  from  hence,  now  on  the  lower  stair. 
That  scaled  by  steps  of  gold  to  heaven  gate. 
Looks  down  with  wonder  at  the  sudden  view 
Of  all  this  world  at  once. 

But  it  is  usual  to  divide  the  stair,  when  the  height  of  the  stories  is  consider- 
able, into  flights  or  sections  separated  by  landing-places,  and  each  flight  might 
not  improperly  be  considered  an  independent  stair.  Now  in  the  great  majority 
of  stairs,  there  was  but  one  intermediate  landing-place,  and  of  course  the  whole 
ascent  from  floor  to  floor  was  divided  into  two  flights  or  stairs,  and  thus  formed 
^  pair  at  stairs. 

In  the  Supplement  to  the  last  edition  of  Webster,  in  which  this  expression 
is  Justified,  it  is  suggested  that  it  originated  in  the  use  of  pair  to  designate,  not 
a  couple,  but  "  any  number  of  pares,  or  equal  things  that  go  together  ";  as  *'  a 
pair  (set)  of  chessmen,  a  pair  (pack)  of  cards."  This  is  a  plausible,  and  per- 
haps the  true  explanation ;  but  nevertheless,  as  stairs  did  not  mean  steps,  but 
fiighis  of  steps,  I  think  the  theory  I  have  proposed  upon  the  whole  more  prob- 
able. The  Gloss,  of  Arch.,  I.  242,  gives  this  quotation  from  William  of  Wor- 
cester :*  "a  hygh  grese  called  a  steyr  of  xxxii.  steppys,"  which  corresponds  to 
Milton's  use  of  the  words. 

The  French  use  the  prepositions  de  and  en  to  express  the  relation  between 
an  object  and  the  material  of  which  it  is  made :  as,  t^  n  pont  de  pierre  un 
palais  en  marbre,  une  statue  en  bronze.  Doubtless  the  prepo- 
sition de  is  the  more  proper  of  the  two;  nevertheless,  en  is  very  fre- 
quently employed  instead,  both  colloquially  and  by  many  of  the  best  writein 
in  the  language.  But  neither  in  the  French-English  Dictionary  of  Fleming 
and  Tibbins,  nor  in  the  much  more  complete  Dictionnaire  National  of  Bescher* 
eUe,  is  this  use  of  the  preposition  e  n  noticed. 

*  See  Amold^s  Chronicle,  p.  110. 
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f erent  nations.  So  far  as  we  can  penetrate  the  darkness  which 
surrounds  the  origin  of  language,  the  names  of  all  objects,  whether 
animate  or  inanimate,  appear  to  have  been  origmallj,  if  not  imi- 
tative, at  least  descriptive.  The  earliest  modem  European  nat- 
uralists did  not  resort  directly  to  imitation,  but  framed  new 
words  from  Greek  or  Latin  roots  to  compose  their  nomenclature. 
Many  languages  have  a  great  number  of  terms  of  unknown,  or  at 
least  of  disputed,  etymology  which  are  employed  as  descriptive 
appellations  of  natural  formations,  for  example,  pdli/nje^  tundray 
atepjpej  JjdU  asj  aaa/rplj  dude^  wadij  have  been  largely  employed 
as  convenient  terms,  not  only  in  their  widely  sex)arated  birth- 
places, but  in  almost  all  European  languages,  to  designate  objects 
familiar  to  modem  e^eosraphers.  There  are  two  schools  of 
nomenclature  in  modeSIience ;  one  forms  such  barbarous  terms 
as  (icanthcpterygii  pharmffOfftuUhi  from  Greek  primitives  fami- 
liar to  classic  scholars,  but  which  in  their  compound  form  would 
have  sorely  puzzled  an  ancient  Greek  naturalist ;  the  other  school, 
embracing  chiefly  the  Germans  and  Scandinavians,  though  em- 
ploying native  and  intelligible  roots  as  its  material,  is  even  more 
obscure  in  its  terminology  than  the  former.  There  is  a  third 
class  of  word-makers  who  prefer  to  employ  the  name  of  scientific 
observers  as  appellatives  of  objects  belonging  to  them  by  right  of 
discovery.  Thus  we  have  Gay-Zicssaoiay  and  AsarOraea^  as  the 
names  of  botanic  genera,  introduced  to  the  learned  world  by  Gtiy- 
Lussac,  and  Prof.  Asa  Gray.  Ther  j  is  still  another  class  of  names, 
which,  like  Lucua  a  non  Vucendo^  are  bestowed  upon  objects  on 
account  not  of  the  possession  but  of  the  absence  of  the  properties 
which  might  be  expected  to  distinguish  them.  Thus  eucalyptvs 
is  applied  to  an  Australian  tree,  not  because  its  foliage  is  abundant, 
but  because,  on  the  contrary,  it  appears  to  the  eye  unusually  bare 
of  leaves.  The  almost  indiscriminate  use  of  so  many  difierent 
systems,  has  led  to  great  confusion  in  the  vocabulary  of  modem 
science,  and  it  is  not  strange  that  modern  philosophers  should 
have  agreed  in  thinking  it  important  to  devise  a  system  by  which 
more  precision  should  be  given  to  the  terminology  of  natural 
science,  and  that  its  technical  vocabulary  should  be  capable  of 
readily  accommodating  itself  to  the  orthography  of  the  prindpal 
European  languages,  and  thus  become  substantially  universal. 
The  nomenclature  of  science  is  founded  upon  the  necessity, 
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partly  of  new  names  for  new  things,  and  partly  of  more  precise 
and  exclusive  designation  of  well-known  things.  It  is  obvious 
that  when  chemistry  discovers  a  new  element  or  elementary  com- 
bination,  physics  a  new  law  or  principle,  mathematics  a  new  mode 
of  ascertaining  magnitudes  or  comparing  quantities,  new  words 
must  be  coined  in  order  properly  to  express  the  object  discovered 
or  process  invented ;  but  the  need  of  new  terms  for  familiar 
things,  or  properties  of  things,  is  not  so  clear  to  common  appre- 
hension. It  is  not  at  first  sight  evident  that  a  botanist,  in  describ- 
ing, a  smooth,  shaggy,  or  bristly  v^etable  surface,  is  under  the 
necessity  of  saying  instead,  that  the  leaf  or  stalk  is  gldbroua^  Kir- 
sttte^  or  hispid;  but  a  sufficient  reason  for  the  introduction  of 
new  terms  into  newly  organized  branches  of  knowledge,  is  to  be 
found  in  the  fact,  that  the  common  words  of  every  living  speech 
are  popularly  used  in  several  distinct  acceptations,  some  proper 
and  some  figurative.  The  purposes  of  natural  science  require  that 
its  nomenclature  shall  be  capable  of  exact  definition,  and  that  every 
descriptive  technical  term  be  rigorously  limited  to  the  expressioi^ 
of  the  precise  quality  or  mode  of  action  to  the  designation  of 
which  it  is  applied.  Now,  though  smoothy  BhoLggy^  and  hrisUy 
may  be,  and  often  are,  employed  in  senses  precisely  equivalent 
to  those  of  gldbroiLSy  hirsiUey  and  hispid^  yet  they  have  also 
other  meanings  and  shades  of  meaning,  and  are  almost  always 
more  or  less  vague  in  their  signification,  because,  being  relative 
in  their  nature,  they  are  constantly  referred  to  different  standards 
of  comparison.  The  Latin  words  which,  in  the  dialect  of  botany, 
replace  them,  have,  on  the  contrary,  no  signification  except  that 
which  is  imposed  upon  them  by  strict  definition,  and  no  degree 
of  signification  which  is  not  fixed  by  reference  to  known  and  in- 
variable types. 

In  a  recent  scientific  journal,  I  find  this  sentence :  ^^  Begonia- 
cesB,  by  their  anthero-connectival  fabric  indicate  a  close  relation- 
ship with  anonaceo-hydrocharideo-nymphseoid  forms,  an  aflSnity 
confirmed  by  the  serpentarioid  flexuoso-nodulous  stem,  the  lino- 
dendroid  stipules,  and  cissoid  and  victorioid  foliage  of  a  ceicain 
Begonia,  and  if  considered  hypogynous,  would,  in  their  trique- 
trous capsule,  alate  seed,  apetalism,  and  tufted  stamination  repre- 
sent the  fioral  fabric  of  Nepenthes,  itself  of  aristolochioid  affinitj', 
while  by  its  pitchered  leaves,  directly  belonging  to  Sarracenias 
and  Dionseas." 
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And  again,  in  Brandes' Dictionary :  ^^Illeeeiracem  (JHece 
bmm,  one  of  the  genera).  A  small  natural  order  of  hypogjnoiu 
Exogens,  belonging  to  the  Silenal  alliance,  allied  to  PortfuUtcctoemy 
Ca/ryophUacem  and  Ama/rcmihaoecB^  and  distiDgnished  by  having 
both  calyx  and  corolla  present  and  symmetrical,  the  latter  mdi- 
mentary,  and  by  its  scarions  stipules  and  amphitropal  ovnleSk 
They  are  plants  of  no  importance." 

These  extracts  exemplify,  in  an  instructive  way,  the  apj^ca* 
tion  of  new  words  to  objects  and  features  familiar  in  themselves^ 
but  which  have  only  recentiy  acquired  a  scientific  value,  and  are 
interesting  as  showing  to  what  extent  the  formation  of  compound 
and  derivative  words  may  be  carried  in  English,  when  employed 
in  the  service  of  natural  knowledge.  Most  of  the  descriptive 
epithets  are  derived  from  the  scientific  appellations  of  knowA 
species  or  genera,  the  names  of  which  suggest  to  the  botanist 
their  characteristic  forms.  Where  the  particular  form  is  common 
to  two  or  three,  the  names  of  all  are  grouped  in  one  compound, 
and  the  whole  word  terminated  with  the  Greek  syllable  -md^  ex* 
pressive  of  Ukeness. 

Every  one  will  recognize  the  inmiense  advantage  of  the  chemi- 
cal scientific  prefixes,  per^  hij  obj  mby  mper^  and  the  terminals^ 
cte^  ide,  v/re^  ic^  ouSy  with,  to  us  modems,  i77^gnificant  roots. 
And  yet  with  all  this  effort  after  exactness  by  the  coinage  of  new 
terms,  Quatrefages  complains  that  the  old  words,  clasSy  race^  ape- 
cieSy  tribsy  famvUyy  &c.,  are  too  vague  to  serve  the  purpose  of 
scientific  discrimination.  That  they  are  at  least  very  vaguely  used, 
every  reader  of  scientific  books  will  readily  testify. 

The  nomenclature  of  science  is  often  so  repugnant  to  the  ear, 
and  so  refractory  to  the  tongue  of  our  Anglican  race,  that  it 
never  finds  admission  into  the  dialect  of  common  life,  but  as  the 
principles  of  abstract  reasoning,  and  the  facts  of  natural  knowl- 
edge become  more  widely  diffused,  much  of  the  vocabulary  which 
belonged  originally  to  the  schools,  escapes  from  its  learnt  seclu- 
sion, and,  generally  with  more  or  less  modification  of  meaning, 
finally  incorporates  itself  into  the  common  language,  the  familiu* 
speech  of  the  people.  At  present  the  predominance  of  scientifk^ 
pursuits  is  bestowing  upon  English  a  great  number  of  words  bor- 
rowed from  the  nomenclature,  both  of  the  various  branches  d 
natural  history  and  of  the  more  exact  sciences  of  pure  and  mixed 
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mathematics.  ThuB,  oanditiona^  in  the  sense  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  a  given  phenomenon  takes  place,  and  which  may  be 
supposed  to  modify  its  character,  problem^  ooroUa/ry^  phefWDme- 
nanj  quarMiaiti/oe  and  quaUtatwey  demonstraii/oe^  jposttvm  and 
negativej  the  mean  between  extremes^  antipodal^  serdth^  inverae 
ratiOy  and  hundreds  of  other  terms  lately  introduced  for  the 
special  purposes  of  science,  and  denoting  new,  or  at  least  unfami- 
liar, things  and  relations  of  things,  have  now  become  a  part  of  the 
general  vocabulary  of  all  educated  persons.* 

In  the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth  centuries,  the  questions  which 
absorbed  the  thoughts  of  men,  and  shook  the  dynasties  of  Europe, 
were  not  those  inmiediately  affecting  material  interests,  but  those 
concerning  the  relations  of  man  to  his  Maker,  and  of  the  subject 
to  his  rulers.  Theology  and  civil  polity,  and,  as  a  necessary  prepara- 
tion for  the  comprehension  of  both,  metaphysical  studies,  were 
the  almost  exclusive  pursuit  of  the  great  thinkers,  the  active  in- 
tellects of  that  long  period.  The  facts,  the  arguments,  the 
authorities  which  bore  upon  these  questions,  were  principally  to 
be  sought  for  in  the  ancient  languages,  and  when  the  reasoning 
was  to  be  employed  to  influence  the  unlearned,  to  be  clothed  in 
an  English  dress,  and  to  h^  popularized^  so  to  speak,  it  was  at 
once  discovered  that  the  existing  language  was  destitute  of  appro* 
priate  words  to  convey  ideas  so  new  to  the  English  mind.  The 
power  of  forming  new  words  from  indigenous  roots  by  compo- 
sition and  derivation,  retained  by  the  cognate  languages,  had  been 
lost  or  suspended  in  English ;  and,  moreover,  the  Saxon  primi- 
tives specially  adapted  for  employment  in  this  way,  had  been 
superseded  by  French  words  in^ported  by  the  Norman  nobility, 
or  by  a  sectarian  Latin  phraseology  introduced  by  the  Eomish 
ecclesiastics.  Hence  new  vocables,  and  those  almost  uniformly  of 
Greek  or  Latin  etymology,  were  coined  for  use  in  theological  and 
political  discussion,  and  many  of  them  soon  became  a  constituent 
part  of  the  general  medium  of  thought.     In  fact,  a  complete 

*  Bxorbiiamt,  the  Latin  conjugate  verb  to  which,  exorbito,  acquired  a 
X>opular  figurative  sense  even  in  the  classic  age  of  Rome,  was  originally  a  term 
of  art  applied  to  those  heavenly  bodies  whose  path  deviated  much  from  the 
plane  of  the  cfhit»  of  the  planets  most  familiar  to  ancient  astronomy.  It  has 
now  lo0t  its  tecknioil  meaning  altogether,  and  has  no  longer  a  |riaeo  in  the  dia 
lect  of  science. 
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English  metaphysical  nomendatnre  was  formed,  and  freely  and 
familiarly  used,  by  the  great  thinkers  who  lived  in  the  sixteenth 
and  seventeenth  centuries.  In  the  materialistic  age  which  fol- 
lowed, such  portion  of  this  vocabnlary  as  was  not  already  incorpo- 
rated into  the  universal  patrimony  of  the  language,  had  become 
obsolete,  and  when,  fifty  years  ago,  Coleridge  attempted  to  revive 
the  forgotten  study  of  metaphysics,  he  found  that  the  current  dia- 
lect of  the  day  afforded  no  terms  for  the  adequate  expression  of 
logical  and  philosophical  cat^ories.  But  a  recurrence  to  the  re- 
ligious philosophy  of  a  more  intellectual  age,  showed  that  the 
English  metaphysicians  of  that  period  had,  in  great  part,  antici- 
pated a  nomendatnre  which  has  been  supposed  to  be  the  inven- 
tion  of  German  speculators  and  their  followers.  JSeaaon  and 
trndersianding,  as  words  denominative  of  distinct  faculties,  the 
adjectives  sensuous^  l^a/naoendental^  svbjectwe  and  objective^ 
9fwpeT7hatv/ral  as  an  appellation  of  the  spiritual— -or  that  imma- 
terial essence  which  is  not  subject  to  the  law  of  cause  and  effect, 
and  is  thus  distinguished  from  that  which  is  nahi/ral — are  all  words 
revived,  not  invented  by  the  school  of  Coleridge.* 

In  the  mean  time,  and  down  to  the  present  day,  the  rapid  pro- 
gress of  physical  science  and  industrial  art  has  given  birth  to  a 
great  multitude  of  technical  terms,  a  large  part  of  which,  in  more 
or  less  appropriate  applications,  or  in  figurative  eenaee,  has  entered 
into  the  speisch  of  every-day  life.  Thus  the  means  of  articulate 
and  writt^i  communication  upon  more  familiar  as  well  as  more 
recondite  subjects  have  been  vastly  extended,  even  since  the  period 
when  Shakespeare  showed,  by  an  experimental  test,  that  English 
was  already  capable  of  exhibiting  almost  every  conceivable  phase 
of  internal  and  external  being  in  our  conunon  humanity. 

*The  following  extract  from  Sir  Eenelm  Digby's  Obseryatiozis  on  Sir 
Thomas  Browne's  Religio  Medici  is,  both  in  manner  and  in  matter,  worthy  of 
some  much  later  metaphysicians  : 

"  If  Gk>d  should  Join  Uie  Soul  of  a  lately  dead  man  (even  whilest  his  dead 
corps  should  lie  entire  in  his  winding  sheet  here),  unto  a  body  made  of  earth 
taken  from  some  mountain  in  America,  it  were  most  true  and  certain  that  the 
body  he  then  should  live  by,  were  the  same  identical  body  he  lived  with  before 
his  death  and  late  resurrection.  It  is  evident  that  sameneu,  thianeM,  and  that- 
nes8,  belongeth  not  to  matter  by  iteelf  (for  a  general  indifference  runneth 
through  it  all) ;  but  only  as  it  is  distinguished  and  individuated  by  the  form, 
which  in  our  case  whensoever  the  soul  doth,  it  must  be  understood  always  to 
be  the  same  matter  and  body." 
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The  permanent  literatore  of  a  given  period  is  not  a  true  index 
of  the  general  vocabulary  of  the  period,  for  the  exemption  of 
great  works  from  the  fleeting  interests  and  passions  that  inspire 
the  words  of  their  own  times,  is  one  of  the  very  circumstances 
that  insore  their  permanence.  That  which  is  to  live  for  ever 
must  appeal  to  more  catholic  and  lasting  sympathies  than  those  im- 
mediately belonging  to  the  special  concerns  of  any  era,  however 
pr^nant  it  may  be  with  great  consequences  to  tiie  weal  or  the 
woe  of  man. 

The  dialects  of  the  field,  the  market,  and  the  fireside  in  former 
ages  have  left  but  an  imperfect  record  behind  them,  and  they  are 
generally  to  be  traced  only  in  the  scanty  pages  of  the  comic 
dramatist,  and  in  the  few  fragments  of  private  correspondence 
that  antiquarian  curiosity  hi^ed  from  desH^ction.  But,  for 
a  century,  the  historical  novel,  and  the  periodical  press,  in  its 
various  forms  of  newspaper,  solid  review,  and  light  magazine, 
have  embodied  the  mutable  speech  of  the  hour,  in  its  widest 
range  of  vocabulary,  phraseological  expression,  and  proverb. 
While,  therefore,  we  do  not  possess  satisfactory  means  of  testing 
the  humors,  the  aims,  the  morals  of  our  remoter  ancestors  by  the 
character  of  their  familiar  speech,  we  have,  in  the  lighter  Uterar 
tore  of  later  years,  ample  means  of  detecting  the  unconscious  ex- 
pression of  the  mental  and  moral  tendencies,  which  have  marked 
the  age  of  our  fathers  and  our  own. 


LEOTURE   IX. 

TOOABULABY  OF  THB  ENGLISH  LAKGUAQX. 

n. 

Fob  the  pnrpoee  of  obtaining  a  comprehensiye  view  of  partii> 
nlar  branches  of  knowledge,  and  of  determining  the  special  reli^ 
tions  which  subsist  between  them  all,  modem  science  has  f  onnd 
the  form  of  generalization  termed  dassificc^ian^  a  veiy  efficient, 
not  to  say  a  necessary,  instmment.  In  fact  orderly,  and  what 
may  be  called  progressive,  arrangement,  is  considered  so  essential 
a  featore  in  all  scientific  method,  that  the  principles  of  classifica- 
tion have  been  made  the  subject  of  much  profound  investigation 
and  philosophic  discussion,  and  they  may  be  said  to  have  been 
erected  into  a  science  of  themselves.  As  an  auxiliary  to  the  com- 
prehension  of  a  given  classification,  and  especially  as  a  help  to  the 
memory  in  retaining  it,  a  systematic,  and  as  some  hold,  so  far  as 
possible  a  descriptive,  nomenclature  is  indispensable.  The  wide 
range  of  recent  physical  science,  and  the  extent  to  which,  in  its 
various  applications,  it  enters  into  and  pervades  the  social  life  of 
the  age,  have  made  its  dialect  in  some  sort  a  common  medium  of 
intercommunication  between  men  of  different  races  and  tongues. 
And  thus  linnseus,  the  father  of  modem  botany  and  zoology,  and 
Lavoisier,  who  occupies  a  scarcely  less  conspicuous  position  in  the 
history  of  modem  chemistry,  have  indirectly  exercised  almost  as 
important  an  influence  on  the  language,  as,  directly,  upon  the 
science  of  succeeding  generations.  A  full  discussion  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  scientific  nomenclature  would  be  too  wide  a  digression 
from  the  path  of  inquiry  marked  out  for  the  present  course,  but 
it  will  be  useful  to  notice  some  misapplications  of  them,  and  I 
shall  have  occasion  to  recur  again  to  the  subject,  in  treating  of  the 
parts  of  speech.* 

♦  See  Lecture  xiv. 


Lbot.  Dl]  80EENTIFI0  NOXSNGLATUBE.  167 

I  will  precede  what  I  haye  now  to  say  in  relation  to  it,  bj  Bome 
remarks  on  the  clasaification  of  languages,  and  on  derivation  and 
oompoaiticm  in  Englifih,  Languages  have  been  varionsly  classed 
according  to  their  elements,  their  stmctore,  their  power  of  self- 
development  their  historical  origin  or  their  geographical  distriba* 
tion.  But  the  application  of  scientific  principle  to  the  comparison 
of  different  languages,  or  families  of  language,  is  so  new  a  study 
that  no  one  system  of  arrangement  can  yet  be  said  to  have  re- 
ceived the  assent  of  scholars,  in  any  other  way  than  as  a  provis- 
ional  distribution.  The  nomenclature  of  the  different  branches  of 
linguistic  knowledge,  phonology,  derivative  etymology,  inflection 
and  syntax,  is  perhaps  still  more  unsettled,  and  ahnost  every  Con- 
tinental grammarian  proposes  a  new  set  of  names  for  even  the 
parts  of  speech.  So  far  is  the  passion  for  anatomizmg,  describ- 
ing, and  naming,  carried,  that  some  philologists,  as  for  instance 
Becker,  divide,  subdivide,  distinguish,  and  specify  language  and 
its  elements,  until  it  is  almost  a  greater  effort  to  master  and  retain 
the  analysis  and  its  nomenclature,  than  to  learn  the  grammatical 
forms  and  syntactical  rules  of  the  speech  to  which  they  are  ap- 
plied. I  doubt  the  practical  value  of  methods  so  artificial  as  to 
elevate  the  technicalities  of  art  above  art  itself,  and  I  shall, 
throughout  this  course,  which  I  have  more  than  once  described 
as  altogether  introductory  and  preparatory,  confine  myself,  as  far 
as  practicable,  to  old  and  familiar  appellations  of  all  tiiai  belongs 
to  the  description  of  language  and  the  elements  which  compose  it 

Among  the  various  classifications  of  language,  not  the  most 
scientific  certainly,  but  one  of  the  most  obvious,  is  that  which 
looks  at  them  with  referelnce  to  their  power  of  enlarging  their 
vocabulary  by  vaiying  and  compounding  native  radicals,  or  in 
other  words,  their  organic  law  of  growth.  This  classification  is 
incomplete,  because  it  respects  words  considered  as  independent 
and  individual,  leaving  syntactical  structure  and  other  important 
points  altogether  out  of  view ;  but,  as  we  are  now  considering  the 
vocabulary,  it  is  for  our  present  purpose  the  most  convenient 
arrangement. 

DerhatioTiy  in  its  broadest  sense,  includes  all  processes  by  which 
new  words  are  formed  from  given  roots.  In  ordinary  language^ 
however,  grammatical  infiections  are  not  embraced  in  the  term,, 
and  it  may  be  added,  that  where  the  primitive  and  the  derivative 
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belong  to  the  same  language,  there  is  usually  a  change  of  form,  8 
change  of  grammatical  dass,  and  a  change  of  relative  import.*  I 
shall,  at  present,  speak  only  of  derivation  from  native  roots.  A 
radical,  which,  in  its  simplest  form  and  use,  serves  only  as  an  at- 
tributive, in  other  words  an  adjective,  may  be  made  to  denote  the 
quality  which  it  ascribes,  or  an  act  by  which  that  quality  is  mani- 
fested or  imparted,  and  thus  become  a  noun  or  a  verb ;  or  contra- 
riwise, a  root  which  affirms  the  doing  of  an  act,  the  being  in  a 
state,  or  the  consciousness  of  a  sensation  or  emotion,  and  of  course 
a  verb,  niay  become  the  name  of  an  agent,  a  quality,  or  a  condi- 
tion. Thus,  to  take  the  first  case  supposed,  red  is  the  simplest 
form  in  which  that  root  is  known  to  the  English  language,  and  in 
that  form  it  is  an  adjective  denoting  that  the  object,  to  which  it  is 
applied  possesses  a  certain  color.  If  we  add  to  this  root  the  syl- 
lable -nesSj  forming  the  derivative  rednesSj  the  new  word  means 
the  power  of  producing  upon  the  eye  the  sensation  excited  by  red 
objects ;  it  becomes  the  name  of  that  color,  and  is  a  substantive. 
If  instead  of  that  ending,  we  add  the  syllable  -deHy  which  gives  us 
redd&rij  the  derivative  signifies  to  become  red,  or  to  make  red,  and 
is  a  verb.  So  in  the  other  case,  the  verb  adimre,  (which  for  the 
present  ptiipoee  may  be  tinted  as  a  radical,)  Bignifying  to  regard 
with  wonder  or  surprise  mingled  with  respect  or  affection,  by  the 
addition  of  the  consonant  ^,  becomes  a  substantive,  admirer,  and 
denotes  a  person  entertaining  the  sentiment  I  have  jnst  defined. 
In  the  form  (id/fM/rabum,  it  is  also  a  substantive,  indicating  the  con- 
sciousness or  expression  of  that  sentiment,  and  if  changed  to 
adm/i/roMe,  it  becomes  an  adjective  expressing  the  possession  of 
qualities  which  excite  admiration,  or  entitie  objects  to  be  admired. 
In  all  these  cases,  the  modified  words  are  said  to  be  derived  from, 
or  to  be  derivatives  of,  the  simple  radical,  and  they  are  changed 
in  form  by  the  addition  of  a  syllable.  But  the  change  of  form 
may  be  made  in  a  different  way,  namely,  by  tiie  substitution  of 

*  Hence  the  notion  of  grammar  as  a  test  of  identity  of  language— whether  it 
is  an  ethnological  test  is  quite  another  question. 

There  is  not  always  a  change  otform,  as  wiU  he  seen  hereafter,  nor  is  there 
necessarily  a  change  of  grammatical  cUm,  The  noim  aucU(me^  is  derived 
from  the  noun  auction;  and  again,  Hriee  is  derived  from  tithenee,  and  that 
from  a  still  older  form,  without  any  change  of  either  cUm  or  msatUng,  See 
Lecture  xiv. 
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Other  letters,  usually  vowels,  for  some  of  those  of  the  radical.  Thus 
from  the  verb  hmdj  we  have,  by  a  change  of  vowel,  the  substan- 
tives icmd  and  iondy  all  expressing  the  same  radical  notion ;  from 
the  verb  thdnkj  by  a  change  of  both  vowel  and  consonant,  the 
substantive  thought;  from  the  verb  see^  by  a  like  change,  the 
substantive  eight;  from  the  verb  to  freesey  lie  substantive^rt?^^/ 
from  the  substantive  glass  and  grass,  by  a  change  of  the  spoken 
not  the  written  vowel,  the  verbs  to  glaze  and  to  graze.  Thus  far 
the  change  of  grammatical  class  has  been  indicated  by  a  change 
of  form,  and  this  is  the  usual  but  not  the  constant  process  of  der- 
ivation. There  are  stQl  many  instances,  and  in  earlier  stages  of 
English  there  were  many  more,  where  a  radical  is  employed  in  a 
new  class,  without  a  change  of  form.  Thus  the  substantive  numf 
without  the  alteration  of  a  letter,  becomes  a  verb,  and  we  may  say 
to  man  B,  ship  ;  Botromarmyto  arm  a  fortress;  from,  saddte^hUj 
and  hridUy  to  saddle^  hity  or  hridls  a  horse ;  and  the  Morte  d' Ar- 
thur speaks  of  a  knight  as  being  well  sworded  and  well  sh/iddedy 
using  participial  forms  which  imply  the  verbs  to  «UH?r^,  and  to 
shield.^ 

OomposiUon  in  etymology  means  the  forming  of  one  word  out 
of  two  or  more,  with  or  without  change  of  form  in  either.  In 
words  framed  by  composition,  each  of  the  constituents  may  pos- 
sess and  still  retain  an  independent  significance,  as  for  example 
in  stearrirshipy  in  which  instance  each  half  of  the  word  has  just 
the  same  sense  as  when  employed  by  itself,  though,  in  order  to 
complete  the  meaning  of  the  compound,  something  must  be  men- 
tally supplied,  v/ndersioodj  as  English  grammarians  say,  or  as  the 
Latins  more  happily  express  it,  subauditum,  underJiea/rd. 
In  this  case,  the  defect  of  meaning  is  in  the  want  of  connection 
between  the  two  halves  of  the  word,  steam  and  ship,  and  a  for- 
eigner, unacquainted  with  the  rules  of  English  composition,  an 

*  In  many  cases  of  this  sort  the  modem  verb  has  been  formed  from  an  Anglo- 
Saxon  word  of  the  same  etjrmology  and  grammatical  class,  by  dropping  the 
characteristic  yerbal  ending  -an ;  in  others,  it  is  altogether  of  recent  origin, 
and  so  long  as  it  has  existed  as  a  verb,  it  has  been  identical  in  form  with  its 
primitiye  noun. 

Our  American  to  progrSn  is  one  of  the  few  verbalized  noons  of  recent  coin- 
age. It  has  not  much  to  recommend  it  besides  its  novelty,  but  it  seems  likely 
to  secure  full  recognition  on  both  sides  of  the  Atlantic.    See  further,  Lecture 
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Italian  for  instance,  would  not  be  able  to  perceive  Iiow  the  £ng« 
liah  meaning  could  be  given  to  the  compound  by  the  mere  jux- 
taposition of  its  elements,  any  more  than  by  saying  vapore- 
legno,  which  would  express  nothing.*  So  long  as  this  word 
was  a  new  one,  every  English  hearer  supplied  the  notion  of  the 
elastic  force  of  steam  acting  as  the  motive  power  of  the  flhip, 
though  now,  both  the  name  and  the  thing  are  so  familiar,  that 
^teamiship  does  not  always  suggest  its  own  etymology.  This 
mode  of  composition  is  more  appropriately  called  ag^^Aiitmation^ 
and  in  the  language  of  some  rude  peoples  it  is  carried  so  far,  that 
all  the  members  of  a  period  may  be  incorporated  into  one  w<Mrd^ 
which  alone  expresses  an  entire  proposition.  There  are,  how- 
ever, as  I  shall  show  in  treating  the  subject  of  inflections^  many 
hi^y  refined  and  cultivated  languages,  where  nearly  the  same 
thing  is  effected  by  a  mere  change  in  the  form  of  an  uncom- 
pounded  word-f  In  the  majority  of  compound  words  in  the 
European  languages,  the  component  parts  are  not  all  separately 
significant,  but  the  word  consists  of  a  principal  radical,  the  sense 
of  which  is  reversed,  extended,  limited,  specificated,  or  otherwise 
qualified,  by  combining  with  it  a  particle,  or  other  determinative, 
not  of  itself  expressive  of  a  state,  quality,  or  act.  Of  this  class 
of  compounds,  we  have  few  purely  English  examples,  the  Sax<Hi 
inseparable  particles,  and  the  prepositions  and  adverbs  used  as 
qualificatives  in  composition,  having  become  chiefly  obsolete  oc 
limited  in  their  employment,  and  the  place  of  the  native  words 
into  which  they  entered  having  been  supplied  by  French  or  Lat- 
in compounds  ready-made  to  our  hands4 

*  The  French  use  proper  and  sometimes  common  nouns  as  a  sort  of  ad- 
jective or  qualificative,  or,  it  uiay  be  said,  in  forming  compounds,  as :  papimr- 
FrumeuUf  ganU-Jonvin. 

The  Italians  do  the  same,  the  qualificative  following  the  noun  qualified,  and 
they  are  now  carrying  the  process  further.  Thus  I  saw  recently  in  a  shop 
window  at  Milan,  a  card  :  gtmntipaglia  donna — ladiei  ttraiO'Colored  glows, 

f  In  speaking  of  polysyllabic  inflectional  forms  as  uncompounded,  I  do  not 
mean  to  express  dissent  from  the  theory  that  weak  inflections  generally  reaolt 
from  the  coalescence  of  particles  or  pronouns  with  verbal  roots.  As,  how* 
ever,  the  source  and  history  of  such  formations  is  in  most  cases  unknown,  the 
inflections  of  cultivated  languages  must,  in  practice,  be  regarded  as  having 
lost  the  character  of  compounds,  and  this  is  especiaUy  true  where  old  and 
eatablished  inflectional  endings  are  applied  to  words  of  recent  origin  or  intro- 
duction.    See  Lecture  xv.  • 

t  We  have  still  some  Saxon  qualificatives  left,  and  it  is  much  to  be  desired 
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There  are  langwageB  whose  yooabxilary  is  diiefly  made  up  of 
IDrimitiye  words,  and  of  words  which  by  aimple  and  obvious  rules 
derived  from,  or  composed  of,  primitives.    These  primitives 
radicals  are  usually  monosyllables  indigenous  to  the  language, 
Mnd.  still  ftxiflting  in  it  as  independent  wcmls.    There  are  other 
-fton^es  whose  stock  of  words  is  of  a  composite  character,  and  in 
A  considerable  degree  borrowed  from  foreign  languages,  or  do- 
arived  from  native  roots  now  obsolete  or  so  changed  in  form,  in 
^lie  processes  of  derivation  and  composition,  that  they  are  no 
longer  readily  recognized  as  the  source  of  the  word.    languages 
of  the  former  class  freely  allow  the  formation  of  new  words  both 
lyy  derivation  and  by  composition ;  those  of  the  latter  reluctantly 
«dinit  a  resort  to  either  of  these  methods  of  enriching  the  vocabur 
lary,  and  prefer  rather  to  enlai^  their  stock  by  borrowing  from 
foreign  tongues,  than  to  develop  and  modify,  by  organic  pn>. 
cesses,  the  significance  of  their  own  primitives.     Of  course,  here 
and  elsewhere,  I  wepriimtwe  in  a  very  restricted  sense,  and  by 
no  means  as  implying  that  the  roots  to  which  we  refer  European 
words  are  neceseuu-ily  or  even  probably  ahorigmal^  but  simply 
that  they  have  no  known  and  demonstrable  historical  descent 
from  distant  or  apparently  remotely  related  tongues,  and  there- 
lore  stand  in  the  place  of  primitives  to  the  vocabulary  which  is 
composed,  or  has  grown  out  of  them. 

To  the  former  of  the  two  classes  I  have  mentioned,  that, 
Bamely,  where  most  of  the  words  are  either  primitive  or  derived 
by  obvious  processes  from  roots  famiUar  to  every  native,  belong 
jthe  Oreek,  the  Glerman,  the  Icelandic,  and  the  Anglo-Saxon ;  to 
the  letter,  that  is,  where  the  radicals  of  the  words  are  often  obso- 
lete or  their  derivation  obscure,  belong  the  Latin,  and  in  a  still 
iugber  degree,  what  are  called  the  Eomance  languages,  or  those 

that  the  use  of  them  may  he  extended.    Thus,  we  precede  radical  verhs,  suh- 

^tantives,  and  adjectives,  hy  the  negative  or  privative  syllahle,  un-f  as  in  the 

>rordB  to  undo,  unbdiwoer,  unkmnon  ;  the  inseparahle  particle  mi9-,  as  in  mu- 

^tpprehend,  niM-place,  mU-apjp^f,  mU-caU ;  the  adverhs  of  place,  out,  up,  and 

^iawon  /  as  in  out-tide,  up-hofd,  down-faU;  the  prefix  60-  as  in  be-dow,  bestrew. 

Xa  these  last  instances,  the  particle  be-  retains  its  original  force,  and  it  was 

formerly  much  more  extensively  used,  such  words  as  be-bled,  for  covered  with 

]|lood,  be-powdered  for  sprinkled  with  powder,  being  very  common,  but  in 

jpooftt  modem  words  with  this  prefix,  it  has  ceased  to  modify  the  meaning  ol 

the  radical  appreciably.    In  Chapman's  Iliad,  Book  xiv.  1.  18,  fortfeel  occurs. 
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derived  from  Latin.*  English  occupies  a  place  between  the  two, 
but  perhaps  less  resembles  the  former  than  the  latter,  particnlarlj 
as  it  shares  with  these  mnch  of  their  incapacity  of  forming  at  will 
new  words  from  familiar  roots.  The  power  of  derivation  and 
composition  was  eminently  characteristic  of  onr  maternal  Anglo- 
Saxon,  but  was  mnch  diminished  upon  the  introduction  of  Nor- 
man French,  or  to  speak  more  justly,  the  Latin  element^  whidi 
refused  to  accommodate  itself  to  this  organic  faculty  of  the  Saxon 
tongue.  A  comparison  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  translation  of  the 
Goepels  with  the  received  version,  is  instructive  on  this  point. 
The  latter  is  distinguished  for  its  freedom  from  Latinisms^  and 
was  made  with  constant  reference  to  the  Greek,  and  with  an  evi- 
.  dent  design  sedulously  to  avoid  unnecessary  coinddences  of  ex- 
pression with  the  Yulgate  and  the  older  translations  made  from 
it.  The  Anglo-Saxon  version  was  taken  from  the  Itala  or  the 
Yulgate,  and  probably,  though  this  is  not  certain,  without  any 
opportunity  of  comparison  with  translations  in  other  languages, 
and  yet  its  vocabulary  is  almost  purely  of  native  growth.  Even 
the  special  words  characteristic  of  the  civil  and  political  life  of 
Judea,  and  of  the  Jewish  and  Christian  reh'gions,  are  very  gener- 
ally supplied  by  indigenous  words,  simple  or  compound,  of  ooiw 
responding  etymology.  The  standard  English  version  adopts^ 
without  translation,  the  wot^b  praphety  scribe^  septHohre^  cerUuru 
on,  laptize^  synagogue^  reav/rrection^  disovpley  pa/rahley  treasvTe^ 
pTiaHseey  whereas  the  Anglo  Saxon  employs,  instead,  native  words, 
often  no  doubt  framed  for  this  special  purpose.  Thus,  for  prophet 
we  have  witega,  a  wise  or  knowing  man;  iorscribe,  bocere, 
book-man ;  for  septilchrey  by  rgen ,  whence  our  words  hnryj  and 
^arro^^7  in  the  sense  of  funeral-mound;  for  c^n^t^We?^  hundred- 
ma  n ,  the  etymological  equivalent  of  the  Latin  centurio;  for 
baptize^  tullisLn;  toTsynoffOfftte^ge&SLjnnuJigyCangregsAiGn; 
for  reavrrec^ioUj  serist,  uprising;  for  disciple^  leorning- 
cniht,  learning-youth;  ior  pa/rabUy  bigspel,  the  German 
Beispiel,  example;  for  ^^a«t^«,  gold-hord;  iorpJumseSy 
sunder-halga,  over-holy.  The  word  employed  as  the  equiva- 
lent of  reperUanoey  or  the  Latin  poenitentia,  is  remarkable, 

*  Classical  Latin  bears  the  same  relation  to  the  Romance  langoages  and  dii^ 
lects,  as  does  Sanscrit  to  the  Aryan — not  the  source  but  the  purest  represnUO' 
tive  of  the  class. 
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because  it  doee  not  involye  the  notion  of  jperumoe^  a  ceremonial 
or  disciplinary  satisfaction,  which  is  a  characteristic  of  the  Eomish 
theology  and  which  seems  implied  even  in  the  Lutheran  Bu sse 
thun.  The  Anglo-Saxon  daadbote  don  daadbote,  which 
are  used  for  repent  and  repentance,  convey  the  idea  of  making 
satisfaction  or  compensation,  not  to  the  church,  but  to  the  i>arty 
wronged ;  and  therefore,  if  not  proper  translations  of  the  corre- 
sponding words  in  the  Greek  text,  they  are  departures  from  the 
Yulgate.  I  cannot  but  regard  these  facts  as  an  argument  of  some 
weight  in  support  of  the  theory  which  maintains  that  the  primi- 
tive  English  church  was  substantially  independent  of  the  papal 

Our  present  power  of  derivation  and  composition  is  mudi  re- 
stricted, and  while  many  other  living  languages  can  change  all 
nouns,  substantive  and  adjective,  into  each  other  or  into  verbs, 
and  vice  versA,  stiU  retaining  the  root-form  which  makes  the  new- 
coined  word  at  once  understood  by  every  native  ear,  we,  on  the 
contrary,  are  constantly  obliged  to  resort  to  compounds  of  foreign 
and  to  us  unmeaning  roots,  whenever  we  wish  to  express  a  com- 
plex idea  by  a  single  word.  The  German  and  other  cognate  lan- 
guages still  retain  this  command  over  their  own  hereditary  re- 
sound and  in  point  of  ready  intelligibility  and  picturesqueness 
of  expression,  they  have  thus  an  important  advantage  over  lan- 
guages which,  like  the  Latin  and  its  derivatives,  possess  less  plastic 
power.  There  are,  in  all  the  Gothic  tongues,  numerous  com- 
pounds, of  very  obvious  etymology,  which  are  most  eminently 
expressive,  considered  as  a  part  of  what  may  be  called  the  nature- 
speech  of  man,  as  contrasted  with  that  which  is  more  appropri- 
ately the  dialect  of  literature  and  art ;  and  thus  those  languages 
are  very  rich,  just  where,  as  I  remarked  in  a  former  lecture,  our 
own  is  growing  poor.  The  vocabulary  belonging  to  the  affections, 
the  terms  descriptive  of  the  spontaneous  action  of  the  intellectual 
and  moral  faculties,  the  pictorial  words  which  bring  the  material 
creation  vividly  before  us,  these  in  the  languages  in  question  are 
all  more  numerous,  more  forcible  than  the  Latin  terms  by  which 
we  have  too  often  supplied  their  places. 

The  facility  of  derivation  and  composition  in  the  Greek  and 
GK)thic  languages  is  almost  unlimited,  and  a  native,  once  master 
of    the  radicals  and    fully  possessed    of   the  laws  of  forma- 
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tion,  can  at  any  time  extemporize  a  word  for  the  precise  expred- 
fiion  of  any  complete  idea  he  may  choose  to  embody  in  a  single 
vocable.  Aristophanes  has  a  word  of  fourteen  syllables,  from  six 
radicals,  signifying  msa/nly-rirniff-ea/rJ/y'^^^ 

exporUUiorirof'Jlgs^  so  that  one  word  expresses  an  idea,  the  tranfih 
lation  of  which  into  English  occupies  twenty-two.  In  another 
case,  the  same  dramatist  coins  a  word  of  seventy-two  syllables,  as 
the  name  of  a  dish  composed  of  a  great  number  of  ingredients, 
and  Eichter  quotes  Forster  as  authority  for  a  Sanscrit  compound 
of  one  hundred  and  fifty-two  syllables.  Voss  has  framed  a  Ger- 
man equivalent  for  the  first  mentioned  of  these  sesquipedalia 
verba,*  eighteen-inch  words,  as  Horace  calls  them,  and  the 
Grerman  word,  like  the  Greek,  is,  in  this  and  other  similar  cases, 
an  example  of  agglutination  rather  than  technical  etymological 
composition.  In  the  Gothic  languages,  the  elements  of  the  com- 
pound are  not  generally  very  numerous,  but  IcelandiC|  Anglo-Sax- 
on, and  German  have  many  very  forcible  inseparable  particles  and 
modes  of  composition,  by  which  wonderful  life  and  vigor  are  im- 
parted to  language.  Thus  in  Icelandic,  the  particle  o  f ,  ^  fnuef^ 
is  instinct  with  meaning,  and  when  a  man  of  lower  rank  reproved 
his  foster-son,  a  Norwegian  king,  for  indiscreetly  oonferrii^  too 
high  rank  on  a  subject,  he  administered  a  more  pointed  rebuke 
by  the  single  compound,  of- jarl,  fostri  minni  toomv^sha 
jarl^  my  foster-son !  than  if  he  had  said,  as  one  would  express 
the  same  thought  in  English,  7ou  are  too  liberal  in  bestowing 
ra/nk  /  You  promote  Sveinn  above  his  merits  !  f  In  the  same 
admirable  language,  a  word  of  three  syllables  precisely  equivalent 
in  its  element^  and  almost  in  form,  to  our  words  father  and  bei^ 
ter,  means  a  son  who  has  surpassed  the  merits  of  his  father.  The 
Anglo-Saxon  inseparable  particles  warir,  be-,  and  for-  correspond- 
ing to  the  Gterman  ver-,  had  great  force  and  beauty,  and  the 
writer  who  shall  restore  them  to  their  primitive  use  and  signifi- 
cance will  confer  a  greater  benefit  upon  our  poetical  dialect  than 
he  who  shall  naturalize  a  thousand  Romance  radicals.  X  We  have 


*  Moi^endftmmerongshilndelmacheiTeditsvenlerbmtlhwimdening. 

t  Formanna  SOgur,  VI.,  53. 

t  It  is  very  diffloolt  to  define  the  meaning  of  inseparable  paitlcles^  beoaim 
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a  few  compounds  with  the  prefixybr-  remaining.  For  example, 
forbid  is  compounded  of  hid  wAfor-  used  in  the  sense  of  opposi- 
tion or  contrast^  so  that  hvA^  which  means  to  command,  when 
compounded  with  for-y  signifies  to  prohibit;  but  most  of  the 
words  into  which  this  particle  entered  are  unfortunately  obsolete. 
How  much  better  a  word  is  forlled^  than  faint  from  bleeding ; 
fcrdOy  than  ruin ;  fordvymed^  than  dwindled  away  ;  forfougkten,^ 
than  tired  with  fighting;  forjudge^  than  unjustly  condenm; 
foTjpmedy  than  wasted  away ;  forwa/tcKed^  than  weary  with  watch- 
ing ;  forwa/ndred^  than  tired  with  wandering,  or  in  another  sense, 
than  haying  lost  the  way ;  forchased^  than  weary  of  pursuit ;  for- 
wq>ty  than  exhausted  with  weeping;  forworn,  than  tired  or  worn 
out ;  and  so,  what  a  losing  bargain  we  made  when  we  exchanged 
those  beautiful  words,  toanhopej  for  despair,  and  nxm^rustj  for 
jealousy  or  suspicion  I 

However  stable  in  its  structure  English  must  now  be  considered, 

their  force  Ib  ostially  more  or  less  modified  by  that  of  the  radical  with  which 
they  are  combined,  and  therefore  their  significance  is  best  learned  by  the  study 
of  examples.  Be-  is  sometimes  an  intensive  of  the  sense  of  the  verb  to  which 
it  is  prefixed,  but  it  more  usually  and  properly  serves  to  express  a  peculiar  re- 
lation between  the  radical  notion  conveyed  by  the  verb  and  the  nominative  or 
objective  of  the  verb,  by  which,  while  the  nominative  and  objective  retain 
their  syntactical  character  of  subject  and  object,  they  are  logically  placed  in  a 
different  category.  Thus,  if  I  sprinkle  water,  the  object  on  which  the  drops 
fall  is  beaprinJded  ;  I  bettrew  the  ground  with  roses  by  strewing  the  flowers  upon 
it ;  dry  earth  is  powdered  to  dust,  and  the  garments  of  a  traveller  are  he-powdered 
with  the  duJBt.  In  very  many  Anglo-Saxon,  as  well  as  modem  English  verbs, 
the  prefix  b6-  has  no  discoverable  force,  and  in  several  instances  we  use  he- 
where  the  primitive  word  was  compounded  with  the  particle  ge .  Our  beliem, 
for  example,  is  the  Anglo-Saxon  g e - 1  y f  a n ,  (the  German  glauben.)  I  do 
not  know  that  the  history  of  this  change  has  been  traced,  but  it  took  place  very 
early,  for  gereden,  a  participial  form,  is  the  only  word  in  Layamon  with 
the  prefix  ge-,  and  it  occurs  in  the  Ormulum  only  in  gehatenn,  also  a 
participle.  The  prefix^,  (the  Saxon  participial  and  preterite  augment  ge-, 
possibly  distinct  from  the  prefix  ge-  used  with  other  forms,)  is  met  with  in 
the  Ormulum  in  one  instance  only,  but  in  many  cases  in  Layamon.  The  com- 
pound form  da^tl^M  does  not  occur  in  the  Ormulum  at  all,  lefenn  and  trow- 
w  e  n  n ,  the  modem  troWy  being  employed  instead :  but  it  is  often  used  in 
Liayamon  in  different  verbal  and  nominal  forms,  as  bileaf,  bilef,  verbs^ 
and  bile  f  ae,  bileue ,  noun.  For-  (not  to  be  confounded  with  fore-,  as  in 
foreiUM)  seems  to  have  corresponded  nearly  to  the  (German  ver-  in  all  it* 
various  uses,  and  as  in  the  case  of  he,  its  peculiar  force  is  too  subtle  and  vari- 
able to  be  fixed  by  definition. 
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yet  the  warfare  between  its  elements  is  not  absolutely  ended,  and 
though  peace  has  been  proclaimed,  some  skirmishing  is  still  going 
on.  We  yet  forge  out  questionable  derivatives  and  solder  together 
unlawful  compounds,  in  colloquial  and  especially  jocular  disconrse, 
and  bold  authors  like  Oarlyle  will  now  and  then  venture  to  print 
a  heterodox  formation.  Gtood  writers  were  less  scrupulous  two 
hundred  years  ago,  but  since  Queen  Anne's  time  we  are  become 
too  precise,  and  as  the  French  wirf  preoiouaj  to  tolerate  the  words 
in  which  our  progenitors  deUghted.  Fuller  concerned  himself 
little  about  starched  verbal  criticism,  helped  himself  to  a  good 
word  wherever  he  could  find  it,  and,  when  need  was,  manufac- 
tured one  for  the  purpose.  Thus,  in  teUing  the  story  of  the 
elderly  gentleman  with  two  female  friends,  one  of  whom,  near 
his  own  age,  plucked  out  his  black  hairs,  the  other,  more  juven- 
ile, his  white  ones,  he  says  the  younger  vmgrayhaA/red  him.*  This 
however  is  not  worse  than  our  now  common  triplicate  compounds, 
horso-rail-road,  steam-tow-boat,  and  the  likcf 

The  Icelandic  and  the  Anglo-Saxon,  though  not  inferior  to  the 
German  in  facility  of  composition,  had  nevertheless  a  smaller 

*  The  privative  un-  was  f ormerlj  much  more  freely  used  than  at  present. 

In  the  Wydiffite  versions,  PfoL  to  Romans,  299,  we  find :  "  The  Jewis 
*  *  *  bi  broking  of  the  lawe  have  frMJwnhipidi  God  ";  and  Bom.  L  18,  "  I  nyle 
yon  for  to  vnknowe** 

Heywood  has  unpuJ^,  and  Fuller  in  his  sermon,  Comfort  in  Calamity,  says, 
"  €k)d  permitteth  the  foundations  to  be  destroyed,  because  he  knows  he  can 
u;»-destroy  them,  I  mean  rebuild  them."  Sylvester,  the  translator  of  the 
**  Divine  "  Du  Bartas,  the  delight  of  Shakespeare's  contemporaries,  usep  to  t^i^ 
iMji  for  to  T^uveruUe  ; 

Kinde-gladding  fruit  that  can  un-olde  a  man. 

Du  Bartas,  edition  of  1611,  p.  60S. 

Unpreachsd  occurs  in  Eeiling*s  Reports,  and  Lord  Clarendon  somewhere 
has  "  untaken  notice  of." 

f  Clumsy  as  are  some  of  these  compounds,  the  French  are  sometimes  driven 
to  employ  combinations  even  more  unwieldy.  Chinuesugar-eane  may  be  en- 
dured, but  canne-&-sucre-de-la-Chine  can  only  be  paralleled  by  our 
mongrel  pocket-Tiand-ker-chtef,  In  fact  Du  Bartas's  French  goes  nearly,  if  not 
quite,  as  far  in  uncouth  combination  as  does  Sylvester's  English. 

Sylvester  is  also  remarkable  for  the  boldness  of  his  agglutinations.  In  his 
series  of  sonnets,  "The  Miracle  of  Peace,"  we  find  "the  In-one-Christ-bap- 
tized," "the  selfe-weale-wounding  Lance,"  "th*  yerst-most-prince-loyal  peo» 
pie,"  and  others  not  less  extraordinary. 
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number  of  distmctive  and  derivatiye  forms,  and  they  were  thus 
driven  to  use  compodtion  in  aome  ca«ev^lie«  the  Tenton  ex- 
pressed  a  similar  notion  by  a  difference  of  ending.  Of  these  com- 
binations, there  is  one  common  to  the  Scandinavian  and  the  Eng- 
lish, which,  in  awkwardness,  surpasses  ahnost  any  thing  to  be 
met  with  in  any  other  speech.  I  refer  to  that  by  which  the  dis- 
tinction of  sex  is  expressed,  not  by  a  termination  or  an  independ- 
ent adjectiye,  but  by  using  the  personal  pronoun  as  a  prefix,  as 
for  example  in  the  words  h&iea/r  and  ah&iea/r^  he^ocU  and  she- 
goat.* 

The  effort  which  German  scholars  have  long  been  making  to 
substitute  native  for  foreign  derivatives  and  compoimds,  has  occa- 
sioned the  fabrication  of  many  extremely  clumsy  words,  and  the 
newly  awakened  zeal  for  the  study  of  Anglo-Saxon  and  Old- 
English  will  probably  lead  to  somewhat  similar  results  in  our 
tongue.  The  principles  of  composition  may  then  be  considered 
to  have  a  prospective,  if  not  an  immediate,  practical  bearing  on 
English  etymology,  and  I  will  illustrate  some  of  them  by  exam- 
ples drawn  from  the  German,  which  exhibit  their  actual  applica- 
tion in  more  tangible  and  intelligible  shapes  than  the  present 
scientific  dialect  of  English  offers.  The  ancients  had  littie 
occasion  for  scientific  nomenclature,  and  they  had  no  source  from 
which  to  borrow  the  few  terms  required,  except  their  own  radi- 
cals.  Aristotie  could  not  do  otherwise.  The  Oermans  do  from 
mistaken  choice  what  he  did  from  necessity.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  idea  of  fluidity.  The  Anglo-Saxon  and  the  Old-German  had 
no  substantive  to  express  this  notion,  the  condition  of  being  fluid, 
but  they  used  the  specific  words  water,  oil,  and  the  like,  instead 

*  In  Greek  and  Latin  lexicons  and  grammars,  the  article  6,  i),  t6,  and  the 
demonstratiye,  hie,  hnc,  hoc,  are  sometimes  employed  to  indicate  the 
gender  of  nouns,  as  occupying  less  space  than  the  usual  abbreviations,  moic,, 
fern,,  and  neut,  Gil,  Logon.  Ang.  p.  8,  writing  in  Latin,  uses  hie  according 
to  the  English  idiom :  "  Bucke,  hie  dama." 

Not  less  awkward  than  these  compounds  is  the  employment  of  the  personal 
pronoun  as  a  noun  for  male  and  femaU,  as  in  Dampier,  1798,  I.,  106 :  *  * 
"  both  H^$  and  8M9  [the  turtles]  come  ashoar  in  the  day-time  and  iie  in  the 
Bun."  Grimm's  Dictionary  under  Er,  11,  gives  very  similar  examples  of  the 
employment  of  er  and  sie  inGerman,  and  this  is  hardly  worse  than  the  com- 
mon Gterman  use  of  the  neuter  diminutives,  Mftnnchen  and  Weibchen, 
manUng  and  w^feling,  to  designate,  respectively,  the  male  and  the  female  of 

snimals. 

8* 
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of  framing  a  generic  term  to  express  them  all.    Science  hai 
taught  that,  besides  the  gross^  heavy,  visible,  incompressible  flmdB^ 
water  and  oil,  there  are  other  more  ethereal  substances,  posBeea* 
ing  the  quality  of  fluidity,  that  is  of  flowing  and  spreading  indefi- 
nitely when  only  partially  confined,  and  which  are,  besides,  light 
and  highly  compressible,  elastic,  and,  usually,  invisible  and  appair^ 
ently  inadhesive.     Of  such  fluids,  common  air,  and  the  more  re» 
oentiy  detected  gases,  are  familiar  examples.  Before  the  esBential 
character  of  the  gases  was  understood,  English  had  borrowed  the 
word  jhiidity  from  the  Latin,  to  denote  the  most  obvious  and 
striking  characteristic  of  water,  oil,  and  other  like  bodies,  and  the 
Germans  had  formed  from  the  native  verb  fliessen,  to  flow,  a 
corresponding  substantive,  Flussigkeit,  which  is  applied  both 
to  the  property  of  fluidity  and  to  bodies  which  possess  it.    The 
knowledge  of  the  character  of  gaseous  fluids  rendered  it  desira- 
ble to  contrive  some  means  of  grouping  under  separate  denomi- 
nations the  two  classes,  namely,  the  incompressible,  unelastic,  visi- 
ble, and  the  compressible,  elastic,  and  invisible  fluids.   In  English, 
we  have  not  yet  distinguished  them,  except  by  adding  the  epi- 
thets elastic,  gaseous,  compressible,  or  inelastic,  incompressible ; 
bnt  in  Germany  compound  adjectives  have  been  framed,  which, 
clothed  in  an  English  form,  would  answer  to  dastio-frnd  sub- 
stances and  droppable-Jhiid  substances,  or,  those  which  left  free 
expand  themselves  like  air,  and  those  which  can  be  dropped  or 
poured  out,  like  water.     In  English  we  confine  the  appellation 
liquid  to  these  latter,  but  we  2Lpp\jJluid  indiscriminately  to  both. 
Thus  we  call  oil  and  water  liquids,  but  we  cannot  speak  of  air 
and  the  simple  gases  as  liquids,  though  in  poetry  the  phrase  Uquid 
€ther  and  the  like  are  used ;  but  on  the  other  hand,  we  apply  the 
substantive  and  ad jective^^  to  air,  waier,  and  oH  alike.  Doubt- 
less the  period  is  not  far  distant  when  the  elastic  and  the  inelastic 
fluids  will  be  distinguished  by  appropriate  designations  in  English, 
though  it  may  be  hoped  less  cumbrous  ones  than  the  German, 
and  we  shall  also  probably  have  specific  generalizations  for  the 
watery  and  the  oleaginous  fluids. 

However  desirable  it  may  be  to  recover  the  ancient  plastidtf 
of  the  Anglo-Saxon  speech,  and  to  restore  to  circulation  many  of 
its  obsolete  most  expressive  words,  yet  the  prevalence,  among 
ET^gliah  scholars,  of  a  purism  as  exclusive  as  that  of  G^rman^ 
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^would  be  a  serious  injury  to  the  language,  as  indeed  I  think  it  is 
in  Oerman  itself,  though  of  course  a  far  less  evil  in  a  harmonious 
and  unmixed  speech  like  the  German,  than  in  one  fundamentally 
composite,  and  to  use  a  l^al  term,  repugna/rUy  like  ours.  German 
is  singularly  homogeneous  and  consistent  in  its  vocabulary  and  its 
structure,  and  the  desire  to  strengthen  and  maintain  its  oneness 
of  character  is  extremely  natural  with  those  to  whom  it  is  ver- 
nacular. The  essential  unity  of  its  speech  gives  its  study  immense 
value  as  both  a  philological  and  an  intellectual  discipline,  and  it 
has  powerfully  contributed  to  the  eminently  national  and  original 
character  of  a  literature,  which,  for  a  century,  has  done  more  to 
^den  the  sphere  of  human  knowledge,  and  elevate  the  habitual 
range  of  human  thought,  than  the  learning  and  the  intellect  of 
all  the  world  besides.  I  think,  nevertheless,  that  it  has  purchased 
its  present  linguistic  purity  at  some  cost  of  clearness  and  precision 
of  expression,  perhaps  even  at  some  loss  of  distinctness  of  thought 

Although  it  must  be  admitted,  that  facility  of  word-coinage  is 
in  many  respects  a  great  Ungoistic  convenience,  it  is  quite  another 
question  whether,  in  philosophical  exactness  of  meaning,  any 
thing  is  gained  by  using  words  derived  from  or  compounded  of 
roots  so  familiar  tiiat  they  continually  force  upon  us  their  often 
trivial  etymology,  and  thus  withdraw  our  attention  from  the  fig-* 
mitive  or  abstract  meaning  which  we  seek  to  impose  upon  them. 

We  express  most  moral  affections,  most  intellectual  functions 
and  attributes,  most  critical  categories  and  most  scientific  notions, 
by  words  derived  from  Greek  and  Latin  primitives.  Such  words 
do  not  carry  their  own  definition  with  them,  and  to  the  mere 
English  student  they  are  purely  arbitrary  in  their  signification.* 
The  scientific  writer  who  introduces  or  employs  them,  may  so 
define  his  terms  as  to  attach  to  them  the  precise  idea  he  wishes 
to  convey,  and  the  reader  or  hearer  receives  the  word  unaccom- 
panied by  any  incongruous  image  suggested  by  its  root-form. 
Where,  on  the  contrary,  words  applied  to  so  noble  uses  are  de- 
rived from  common  and  often  vulgar  roots,  from  the  vocabulary 
of  the  market,  the  kitchen,  or  the  stable,  the  thoughts  of  the  read- 
er must  be  frequently  disturbed  by  gross  or  undignified  images, 
<alled  forth  by  an  etymology  drawn  from  the  names  of  familiar 

*  See  Lecture  !▼. 
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and  humble  objects  and  processeB.  Take,  for  instance,  the  geo- 
graphical meaning  of  the  Latin-English  words,  longitude  and 
latitude.  The  ancients  supposed  the  torrid  and  the  frigid  zones 
to  be  uninhabitable  and  even  impenetrable  by  man,  but  while  the 
earth,  as  known  to  them,  was  bounded  westwardlj  by  the  At- 
lantic Ocean,  it  extended  indefinitely  towards  th^  east  The  di- 
mensions of  the  habitable  world,  then,  (and  ancient  geography  em- 
braced only  the  home  of  man,  9  oixovpiivT]^  were  much  greater, 
measured  from  west  to  east,  than  from  soutii  to  north*  Accord- 
ingly, early  geographers  called  the  greater  dimension,  or  the  east 
and  west  line,  the  lengthy  longitude,  of  the  earth;  the 
shorter  dimension,  or  the  north  and  south  line,  they  denominated 
liAhreadt^j  latitude.  These  Latin  terms  are  retained  in  the 
modem  geography  of  most  European  nations,  but  with  a  modified 
meaning.  The  north  or  south  distance  of  any  point  on  the  earth'i^ 
surface  from  the  equator  is  the  north  or  south  latitude  of  that 
point.  The  east  or  west  distance  between  two  lines  drawn  per- 
pendicularly to  the  equator,  through  two  points  on  the  earth's 
surface,  is  the  east  or  west  longitude  of  those  points  from  each 
other.  Latitude  and  longitude  etymologically  indeed  mean 
Ireadih  and  lervgth^  yet  in  their  use  in  English,  their  form  does 
not  suggest  to  the  student  their  primary  radical  signification,  and 
he  attaches  to  them  no  meaning  whatever  but  their  true  scientific 
import  The  employment  of  the  English  terms  hreadth  and 
lengthy  to  denote  respectively  north  and  south  and  east  and  west 
distance  on  the  surface  of  a  sphere,  would,  in  the  present  ad- 
vanced  state  of  our  knowledge,  be  a  perversion  of  the  true  mean- 
ing of  words.  Yet  this  is  exactly  what  German  purism  does 
when  it  rejects  the  precise,  philosophic  longit^ude  and  kUitude, 
substitutes  for  them  the  vague  and  inaccurate  terms  L&nge 
and  Breite,  length  and  breadth,  and  says,  accordingly,  that 
St.  Petersburg  lies  in  sixty  degrees  of  north  hreadth^  and  twenty- 
eight  of  east  length  from  Paris.  Still  more  palpable  is  this  abuse 
of  speech  when  a  different  form  of  expression  is  employed,  and 
we  are  told  that  the  Ireadth  of  the  city  of  New  York  is  41**,  its 
Imgth  74^  W.* 

*  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Germans  or  the  Dutch  were  the  first  to  trant- 
late  longitude  and  latitude  by  native  words  of  their  respectiye  tongues.  The 
earliest  examples  I  have  noted  of  the  use  of  modem  equivalents  of  these  words 
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The  constant  obtrosion  of  trivial,  and  often  mMeading,  ety- 
mologies in  the  scientific  dialect  of  Germany,  produces  in  the 
mind  a  confusion  between  words  logically  or  etymologicaUy  re- 
lated, which  obscures  the  meaning  of  scientific  passages.  This 
probably  explains  how  Kudorff  came  to  say  in  his  Sohriften  der 
Romi^ien  Feldemesser:  Wahrend  wir  [modems]  die  Entfer- 
nung  Yom  Equator  nach  Korden  oder  Suden,  I/mge^  die  Ent- 
f  emung  vom  Meridian  nach  Osten  oder  Westen,  JBretUy  zu  nen- 
nen  genswohnt  sind. 

In  like  maimer,  the  English  adjective  ffreat  and  the  German 
gross  are  both,  in  their  proper  signification,  applicable  only  to 
objects  which,  as  tested  by  the  ordinary  standards  of  comparison, 
are  large,  and  their  nouns,  ^^o^ti^a^  in  the  one  language,  Grosse 
in  the  other,  are  strictly  conjugate  in  meaning.    In  the  philo- 
sophic dialect  of  English  and  the  Bomance  languages,  we  employ 
moffnUude  as  the  scientific  equivalent  of  aizey  dimensions.   Mag- 
nitude is  derived  from  the  Latin  magnus,  great,  but  that  ety- 
mology is  not  so  familiar  to  English  ears  as  to  attadi  to  the  word 
magnitude  tiie  idea  of  relatively  large  bulk,  and  we  apply  the 
term,  without  a  sense  of  incongruity,  to  the  dimensions  of  any 
object  however  smalL    The  Germans  use  Grosse  as  the  scien- 
tific equivalent  of  magnitude,  and  in  this  they  pervert  language 
in  the  same  way  we  should  do,  in  speaking  of  the  greatness  of 
microscopic  animalculse  so  small  that  a  hundred  of  them  could  lie 
on  the  point  of  a  pin. 

So  in  chemistry  and  in  the  language  of  industrial  art,  to  odlome 
signifies  to  reduce,  by  longer  or  shorter  exposure  to  heat,  metals 
and  other  bodies  popularly  considered  incombustible,  to  a  friable 
condition.  The  burning  of  lime  is  a  familiar  instance  of  calcinar 
tion,  and  in  fact  ccHome  is  derived  from  calx,  the  Latin  word 
for  lime.  Burnt  limestone,  and  the  substances  to  which  metals 
and  many  other  bodies  are  reduced  by  heat,  having  a  certain  re- 
semblance to  each  other  in  consistence  and  other  properties,  were 
conceived  to  be  chemically  related,  and  therefore  the  name  of 
calx  was  applied  to  these  substances  in  the  dialect  of  the  alchem- 

are  in  Dapper,  Besehrijving  yan  Penie,  1672.  De  stadt  Derbend  is  gelegen 
op  de  lengte  van  yijf  en  tachtig  graden,  en  op  de  nooider  breete  van 
een  en  veertigh  graden,  dertigh  minuten.— p.  20.  Grimm's  Dictionaiy  gives 
no  examples  of  such  use. 
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ifits,  and  passed  from  their  laboratories  into  the  language  of  com* 
xnon  life.  The  English  verb  calome^  to  ns,  to  whom  the  etymot 
4igy  of  the  word  is  not  always  present,  expresses  precisely  the  re- 
daction of  incombustible  substances  to  the  state  of  a  calx.  The 
modem  German  uses,  instead  of  the  alchemical  calciniren, 
the  verb  verkalken  derived  from  Kalk,  UmSj  which  ib  no 
donbt  allied  to  the  Latin  calx,  and  probably  enough  derived 
from  it.  But  Kalk  has  not  the  signification  of  caiaj  and  the 
verb  verkalken,  therefore,  properly  means  to  reduce  to  lime^ 
not  to  bring  to  the  condition  of  a  calx,  which  latter  acceptation 
.the  scientific  purists  have  arbitrarily,  and  in  violation  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  their  own  language,  imposed  upon  it. 

We  have  some,  but  happily  not  many,  similar  examples  in  the 
received  scientific  dialect  of  English.  Our  substantive  acidj  for 
instance,  is  Latin,  but  for  want  of  a  native  term,  we  employ  it  as 
a  conjugate  noun  to  the  adjective  ^owTj  and  it  has  become  almost 
as  familiar  a  word  as  sour  itself.  Chemistry  adopted  cund  as  the 
technical  name  of  a  class  of  bodies,  of  which  those  first  recognized 
in  science  were  distinguished  by  sourness  of  taste.  But  as  chem- 
ical knowledge  advanced,  it  was  discovered  that  there  were  com- 
pounds precisely  analogous  in  essential  character,  which  were  not 
sour,  and  consequently  acidity  was  but  an  accidental  quality  of 
some  of  these  bodies,  not  a  necessary  or  imiversal  characteristic  of 
all.  It  was  thought  too  late  to  change  the  name,  and  accordingly  in 
all  the  European  languages  the  term  acid,  or  its  etymological 
equivalent,  is  now  applied  to  rock-crystal,  quartz,  and  flint.  La 
like  manner,  from  a  similar  misapplication  of  saUj  in  scientific 
use,  chemists  class  the  substance  of  which  jimk-bottles,  French 
mirrors,  windows  and  operarglaeses  are  made,  among  the  saltSj 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  analysts  have  declared  that  ihe  essential 
character,  not  only  of  other  so-called  salts,  but  of  common  kitch- 
en-salt, the  salt  of  salts,  had  been  mistaken,  that  salt  is  not  a 
saUj  and  accordingly  have  excluded  that  substance  from  the  dasB 
of  bodies  upon  which,  as  their  truest  representative,  it  had  be- 
stowed its  name.*     When  a  plant  or  animal  is  named  specifically 

*  Es  ist  heutzutage  nicht  mehr  mOglich  eine  Definizion  einer  "  Sfiurc ''  oder 
eines  "  Salzes"  zu  geben,  welche  alle  K5rper,  die  man  als  82luren  oder  Baize 
ibezeiclmet,  in  sich  einschliesst.  Wir  haben  Sfturen  welche  geschmacklos  smdt 
welche  die  Pflanzenfarben  nicht  rOthcn,  welche  die  Alkalien  nicht  neutraludren 
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maximtUy  it  often  tornfi  out  there  is  a  larger.  The  attempt  to 
presB  into  the  service  of  the  exact  sciences  words  taken  from  the 
vocabnlaiy  of  common  life  is  thns  seen  to  be  objectionable,  be- 
cause sach  words  are  incapable  of  scientific  precision  and  single. 
aeas  of  meaning,  and,  moreover,  as  in  the  instances  cited,  they  often 
express  entirely  false  notions  of  physical  fact*  Langaage,  if  not 
imitative,  was  at  least  descriptive  in  its  earlier  stages.  The  at- 
tempt to  make  the  dialect  of  science  descriptive  now,  is  to  carry 
language  back  to  its  infancy.  Though  philologists  trace  the 
Arabic,  or  rather  Indian,  mmierals,  in  their  written  forms,  to  the 
initial  letters  of  the  Sanscrit  words  which  express  them,  some 
math^naticians  still  maintain  that  they  were  originally  strictly 
pictoriaL  We  might  now  as  well  try  to  restore  these  signs  to 
their  primitive  composite  structure,  and  insist  that  the  character 
for  every  numeral  should  be  made  up  of  as  many  strokes  as  it  ex- 
presses units,  or  that  twenty  should  be  written  two-ten,  as  to  at- 
tempt to  force  descriptive  terms  upon  science. 

With  respect  to  compounds  of  trivial  roots,  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  they  are  advantageously  employed  as  the  names  of 
familiar  material  or  immaterial  objects  and  processes,  of  a  some- 
what complex  but  not  abstruse  nature.  Thus  weathered  is  a 
£ood  word  because  truly  expressive,  though  it  does  not  convey 
41  strictly  scientific  idea.  Steam-doo^  is  a  better  word  than  the 
•Greco-French  pyroscaphe,  horseshoe  arch  better  than  Sara^ 
<mUo  arch,  the  Oerman  Yorgefiihl  Hieji  presentiment.  So 
English  physicians  would  have  done  more  wisely  in  adopting  the 
plain  descriptive  compounds,  d^iy-llindneas  and  nigktrbUndm^sSj 
which,  as  appellations  of  certain  affections  of  the  sight,  explain 
themselves,  than  to  borrow  the  Greek  nyctalopia, f  which 

es  gibt  Sftuien,  in  denen  Sauerstoff  ein  Bestandtheil  ist  iind  in  denen  der  Was- 
serstoff  fehlt,  in  anderen  ist  Waaeerstoff,  kein  Sauerstoff.  Der  Begriff  von  Salz 
kt  zaletEt  80  verkehrt  geworden,  dass  man  dahinkam  das  Eochsalz,  das  Salz 
alter  Salze,  von  dem  die  andem  den  Namen  haben,  auB  der  Reihe  der  eigentli- 
ehen  Salze  auszuschliessen.    Liebig,  Chemische  Brief e,  Yierte  Auflage,  I.,  96. 

•  Decompound  may  be  cited  as  an  instance  of  a  word  which,  in  its  scientific 
use,  conveys  an  entirely  false  idea.  Decompound  is  defined  by  Webster  as,  to 
compound  iubataneea  cUready  compounded,  to  compound  a  second  time,  whereas 
etymologically  it  should  be  the  equivalent  of  decompose, 

f  VwcraXonria  est  passio  qua  per  diem  visus  patentibus  oculis  denegatur,  el 
noctnmis  irruentibus  tenebris  redditur,  aut  versa  vice  (ut  plerique  volant)  die 
vedditur,  nocte  negatur.    IsmoRUS,  Orig.,  lY.  c.  viiL 
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has  been  applied  by  some  writers  to  one  of  these  maladies,  bj 
others  to  its  converse,  and  which,  as  we  learn  from  Isidore,  the 
grandson  of  the  great  King  Theodoric,  was  just  as  equivocal  twelve 
hundred  and  fifty  years  ago  as  it  is  to-day. 

But  in  the  use  of  these  words  in  the  dialect  of  science,  in  their 
application  to  abstract  or  obscure  philosophical  conceptions,  the 
inappropriateness  of  a  nomenclature  derived  from  familiar  roots 
is  often  very  obvious.  Our  English  word  wnaiomy^  which,  refer- 
red to  its  Greek  original,  means  simply  cvUmg  up^  has  come  to 
have  the  signification  of  carefully  dissecting,  separating,  or  laying 
open  by  the  knife,  the  framework,  tissues,  and  vessels  of  animal 
bodies  with  a  view  of  studying  the  structure  and  functions  of 
their  organs;  and  aU  this  is  fairly  implied  and  felt  by  every 
speaker  or  hearer  whenever  the  word  is  uttered,  nor  does  it  sug- 
gest to  the  mind  any  other  possible  signification,  or  call  up  any 
alien  image.  Many  German  writers  have  chosen  to  repudiate 
this  so  expressive,  definite,  and  strictly  philosophic  word,  and  to 
substitute  for  it  the  compound  Zergliederungskunst, 
which,  dressed  in  an  English  form,  would  be  equivalent  to  the 
Arirof-diarneTnhervng^  or  more  exactly,  the  UnUmbmg  arL  No^ 
this  unwieldy  compound  rather  expresses  the  act  of  dissecting, 
the  mechanic^  part  of  anatomy  and  some  therefore  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  employ  another  word,  Zergliederungswis- 
senschaf  t,  the  knowledge  or  science  of  unlimbing,  to  indicate 
the  scientific  purpose  and  character  of  anatomy,  which  is  so  hap- 
pily implied  in  what  to  us  is  a  purely  arbitrary  word. 

Whenever  a  derivative  or  compound  term  may,  without  vio- 
lence, have  several  meanings,  it  is  a  matter  of  considerable  difiS- 
culty  for  those  to  whom  aU  these  meanings  are,  so  to  speak,  in- 
stinctively familiar,  to  confine  their  intellectual  conceptions  strictly 
to  one,  but,  to  the  English  student,  (matomy  is  practically  not  a 
compound.  He  does  not  refer  it  to  its  etymological  source,  and 
to  him  it  can  mean  nothing  but  scientific  dissection ;  nor  can  the 
word  suggest  any  image  not  appropriately  belonging  to  that  idea. 

In  the  nomenclature  of  Chemistry,  to  designate  the  bodies 
which,  because  analysis  is  not  yet  carried  beyond  them,  are  pro- 
visionally denominated  simple  substances,  we  employ  Greek  com- 
pounds, giving  to  them,  by  formal  definition,  and  tlierefore  arbi^ 
trarily,  a  predse,  distinct,  rigorously  scientific  meaning,  exdud- 


Lect.  IX.]       GEBMAN  SCIENTIMO  NOMENCLATURE.  186 

big  all  other  direct  or  collateral,  proper  or  figarative  significationB.* 
In  the  German  chemical  nomendatnre,  these  bodies  are  desig- 
nated by  Tentonio  componnds  derived  from  roots  as  trivial  as  any 
in  the  language.  The  words  carbony  hyd/rogen,^  oxygen^  nUrogeiif 
employed  in  English,  do  not  recall  their  etymology,  and  tiieir 
meaning  is  gathered  only  from  technical  definition.  They  ex- 
press the  entire  scientific  notion  of  the  objects  they  stand  for,  and 
are  abridged  definitions^  or  rather  signs  of  defi^tion,  of  those 
objects.  They  are  to  the  English  stndent  as  purely  intellectaal 
symbols  as  the  signs  of  addition,  subtraction,  and  equality  in 
Algebra,  or,  to  use  a  more  appropriate  simile,  as  their  initials  C 
for  carbon,  H  for  hydrogen,  O  for  oxygen,  and  the  like,  which  in 
conjunction  with  numerals  are  used  in  expressing  quantitative 
proportions  in  primary  combinations.  The  corresponding  Oerman 
compounds,  Kohl-Stoff,  Wasser-Stoff,  Sauer-Stoff, 
and  Stick-Stoff,  (XKil-fi/affy  vsaier-B^^ 
ituff^j  express,  each,  only  a  single  one  of  the  characteristics  of  the 
body  to  which  they  are  applied,  to  say  nothing  of  the  unphilo- 
aophical  tendency  of  thus  grossly  materializing  and  vulgarizing 
onr  conception  of  agendes  so  subtile  and  so  ethereal  in  their 
nature.! 

*XJiifortaiiatel7  the  ICngllRh  chemical  nomenclature  seems  to  be  becoming 
^imduaUy  more  cumbrous  and  len  definite.  In  a  recent  number  of  Nature,  I 
ftid  such  words  as  orikonUroiUuiCi  and  paranitroMuoi,  ogohydroberuoin  and 
^neiaeefytololual,  Paraffine  is  derived  from  the  Latin  parum  afflnii,  lit&e  like, 
l>ecau8e  paraffine  is  dighHy  Uke  something  else.  On  the  other  hand  iaopire  is 
^firived  from  the  Greek  ia<K  and  irvp  because  the  blow-pipe  affects  it  as  it  does 
loaanj  other  minerals.  In  short,  the  new  chemical  nomenclature,  though  it  may 
liave  some  advantages  as  a  help  to  memory,  is  often  inherently  as  absurd  as 
the  Jargon  of  the  old  alchemists. 

t  In  the  Danish  chemical  nomenclature  brint  from  at  hrmnda,  to  hum,  signi- 
^es  hifdrogen;  iU  from  Ud,  fire,  signifies  oxygen.  Brint  and  iU  therefore, 
though  not  allied  words,  express  allied  ideas,  both  involving  the  notion  of  com- 
IniBtion,  and  they  are  therefore  liable  to  be  confounded  in  the  memory  of  the 
learner. 

The  puristico-descriptive  nomenclature  seems  to  have  reached  its  acme  in 
Yolger's  vocabulary  of  Crystallography  (EJrystallographie,  Stuttgart,  1854). 
In  another  of  his  works,  this  author  describ^  a  form  of  Boracite,  a  solid  of 
sixty-two  sides,  as  the  linkstimplig-hOckertimplige,  warflig- 
kugeltimplige,  rechts-timplige  KnSchling,  and  another  va- 
riety of  the  same  crystal  as  the  linkstimplig-hOckertimplig- 
knOchlige,   rechtskugeltimplige,    wfirflige    (rechte)    Tim 
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The  use  of  the  new  German  technical  temiB  is  subject  to  this 
further  inconvenience,  that  the  compound  will  not  admit  the 
adjectival  form,  and  of  course  the  noun  is  without  a  conjugate 
attributive.  While,  therefore,  a  German  may  say,  in  pure  Teu- 
tonic, for  anatomy^  the  Art-of-dismembering ;  for  CLstronomy^ 
Star-knowledge;  for  geography^  Earth-knowledge  and  Earth- 
description  (either  of  which,  by  the  way,  may  as  properly  apply  to 
soil  or  rock  as  to  the  globe),  yet  when  he  has  occasion  for  a  cor^ 
responding  adjective,  he  must  resort  to  the  Greek  compounds 
anatomisch,  astronomisch,  geographisch,  and 
thus  he  introduces  confusion  into  his  scientific  dialect,  and  loses 
whatever  had  been  gained  by  the  introduction  of  native  com- 
pound nouns.    So,  in  expressing  the  quantitative  proportions  de- 

pling,  the  meaning  of  which  would  not  be  altogether  obvioos  even  to  his 
countrymen,  had  he  not  informed  us  that  in  the  Niederdeutsche  Mondart, 
Timpel  signifies  Zipfel,  or  scharfe  Ecke.  Volger,  Monogiaphie 
des  Borazites,  p.  120. 

Kenngott  (Synonymik  der  Krystallographie  XXXV.)  gives  us  this  example 
of  the  application  of  Volger's  nomenclature  to  a  still  more  complicated  form 
of  crystallization:  "Einplftttliger,  querstutzlig-stutzliger* 
querhochdftchliger,  quermitteldftchliger,  querhochthtlrm- 
liger,  quer  m  i  t  tel  t  h  (i  r  ml  i  ger,  quern  iederthttr  m  liger» 
Bchlankzinkliger,  niederzinkliger,  quaderligzweif  ach- 
querkantliger  Idokras-Querling/'  and  even  this  string  of  hard 
words  leaves  the  form  of  the  mineral  but  half  described.  In  Justice  to  our 
author,  it  ought  to  be  observed  that,  long  as  his  technical  words  are,  they  are 
much  shorter  than  some  of  those  employed  by  others.  Thus  SchUbling, 
sJiaveling,  is  a  trifle  compared  to  pentagontriakistetetntedsr,  and  Keiling, 
toedgeUng^  has  the  like  advantage  over  quadriitie'Spenotdin'normal-patitian, 

Besides  these,  Yolger  uses  Schrflgling,  tlaniHng,  Thttrmling, 
tawerling,  Dftchling,  rooJUng,  Eckling,  oom^r^tn^,  and  many  more  of 
like  coinage,  by  all  which 

More  is  meant  than  meets  the  ear. 

It  is  to  be  regretted  that  our  author  does  not  consistently  adhere  to  the  princi 
pies  of  a  system  which  he  has  taken  such  pains  to  elaborate,  and  it  is  not  ea^ 
to  see  why  he  should   speak  of   Halurgen   and   die   halurgische 
Geologic,  when  he  had  so  good  etymological  material  as  Salz  to  work 
upon. 

The  philosophers  of  Holland  have  exhibited  a  greater  degree  of  etymologi- 
cal courage  than  their  German  brethren.  They  have  framed  conjugate 
adjectives  for  their  newly  formed  scientific  compound  nouns,  and  thus  buflt 
up  such  words  as  ontleedkundig  for  anatomical,  de  proefonder- 
vindelijke   wetenschappen  for  the  experimental  9eienou,  in  whidi 
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termined  by  ultimate  analysiB  in  chemistry,  he  tiBes  H  and  O,  the 
initials  of  hydrogen  and  oxygen,  to  represent  those  bodies,  and 
the  student  of  chemistry  is  tanght  that  H  stands  for  Wasser- 
•stoff,  O  f or  Sanerstoff,  and  so  of  the  rest 

It  is  no  answer  to  the  objections  I  am  urging  to  say  that  habit 
veoonciles  us  to  the  scientific  use  of  unscientific  terms ;  that  they 
«it  length,  when  -employed  in  combination  with  other  words  of 
jotj  sink  their  etymology,  so  to  speak,  and  cease  to  suggest  dis- 
turbing images ;  for  just  in  the  same  proportion  as  they  do  this 
^hey  oease  to  be  descriptive  at  all,  and  the  only  argument  left  for 
Hkm  use  is  that  of  a  form  more  in  harmony  with  the  ordinary 
wthoepical  combinations  of  the  language,  an  argument  certainly 
not  to  be  weighed  against  the  obvious  disadvantages  of  a  vocabu- 
jary,  which  is  not  only  trivial,  but  which  scientific  discovery  is 
eomstantly  showing  to  have  been  founded  on  false  analogies,  and 
erroneous  theory.''^ 

There  is,  it  must  be  admitted,  a  convenience  in  the  double 
forms  of  some  part  of  the  German  neologistic  nomenclature,  as 
for  example  in  the  distinction  between  Erdkunde,  theknowl- 
edge  of  the  earth,  and  Erdbeschreibung,  the  description 
^  the  earth.    These  ideas  are  indeed  logically  distinguishable^ 

'last  heptasyllable,  indeed,  the  radical  word  proef  is  probably  not  indige- 
Jious,  but  borrowed  from  the  Latin  through  the  French. 

Btaning,  Voormals  en  Thans, 44,  has  "scheikundige  of  werktuigs- 
iLundige/'  chemical  or  meehaniedl;  and  on  p.  78,  "volkshuiBhoud- 
iLundig,  beschowd/'  considered  from4he'p(nTU-€f'natioTMUeeonomp; 
V'olkshuishoudkundig  being  used  adverbially.  The  former  two  of 
4he0e  compounds  are  absurd  and  unmeaning,  because,  as  used  in  the  passage 
where  they  occur,  they  refer  to  chemical  or  mechanical  acUon,  and  therefore 
the  element  k  u  n  d  e  is  worse  than  superfluous. 

8o  on  p.  82,  he  uses  evennachtslyn  for  equator,  and  on  p.  87, 
gekorvene  for  inaeeti.  In  the  Dutch  mathematical  vocabulary  we  have 
tterUnffmsortel  for  evbe-root.  But  terms  so  formed  are  by  no  means  confined  to 
Dutch  writers  on  physical  and  mathematical  science,  for  the  grammarians 
use  Eelfklinker  and  medeklinker  for  votoel  and  eoMonarU,  and 
gezichteinder,  aight-ender,  is  employed  for  hordan  by  Van  Lennep  and 
other  belimleUrei  authors. 

*Boltz,  Fremdwort,  p.  88,  proposes  to  call  dgar,  GHmmerstengel; 
^Ktrieity,  Blitzstoff;  nature,  Zeuge mutter;  gaUop  {ot  a  horse) 
Bchnellhtlpgelauf ;  j70r«9n,  Vernunf  twesen.  Strahler  has  been 
suggested  for  KryHatt,  not  because  it  shinee,  but  because  it  was  popularly  be- 
lieved to  be  produced  by  lightning. 
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because,  we  may  know  that  which  we  do  not  undertake  to  de- 
scribe, and  we  may  undertake  to  describe  that  which  we  know, 
or,  as  experience  imhappUy  too  often  shows,  that  which  we  do 
not  know ;  bat  it  is  by  no  means  dear  that  there  is  any  advan- 
tage in  having  a  separate  word  for  the  expression  of  every  dis- 
tingoishable  shade  of  human  thought.  True  it  i%  as  is  observed 
by  Coleridge,  that  ^'  by  familiiudzing  the  mind  to  equivocal  ex- 
pressions, that  is,  such  as  may  be  taken  in  two  or  more  different 
meanings,  we  introduce  confusion  of  thought^  and  furnish  the 
sophist  with  his  best  and  handiest  tools.  For  the  juggle  of  sophis- 
try consists,  for  the  greater  part,  in  using  a  word  in  one  sense  in 
the  premises,  and  in  another  sense  in  the  conclusion."  Sut  it  is 
equally  true,  as  the  same  great  master  elsewhere  remarks,  that 
^^  It  is  a  dull  and  obtuse  mind,  that  must  divide  in  order  to  dis- 
tinguish." The  ramifications  and  subdivisions  of  our  vocabnlaiy 
must  end  somewhere.  The  permutations  and  combinations  of 
articulate  sounds  are  not  infinite,  nor  can  the  human  memory  re- 
tain an  unlimited  number  of  words.  It  is  inevitable  that  in  some 
cases  one  word  must  serve  to  express  different  ideas,  and  if  they 
are  ideas  from  the  occasional  confusion  of  which  no  danger  to  any 
great  moral  or  intellectual  principle  is  to  be  feared,  we  must  be 
content  to  trust  to  the  intelligence  of  our  hearers  to  distinguish 
for  themselves.  There  is  much  intellectual  discipline  in  the  mere 
use  of  language.  The  easiest  disciplines  are  not  necessarily  the 
best,  and  therefore  a  vocabulary  so  complete  as  never  to  exercise 
the  sagacity  of  a  reader,  by  obliging  him  to  choose  between  two 
meanings  either  of  which  is  possible,  would  afford  very  little 
training  to  faculties,  of  whose  culture  speech  is  of  itself  the  most 
powerful  instrument  * 

*Few  will  deny  that  the  French  chemical  nomenclature  of  Lavoisier'B  time, 
which  spread  so  rapidly  over  Europe,  was  a  highly  beneficial  improvement  in 
the  vocabulary  of  the  branch  of  knowledge  to  which  it  was  applied,  but  it 
operated  in  some  respects  both  injuriously  to  that  science  and  unjustly  to  the 
fame  of  the  philosophers  whose  discoveries  had  made  chemistry  what  it  was. 
It  produced  a  complete  severance  between  the  old  and  the  new,  a  hiatus  in  the 
history,  and  an  apparent  revolution  in  the  character,  of  the  science,  which  has 
led  recent  times  to  suppose  that  futile  alchemy  ended,  and  philosophical  chem- 
istry began,  with  the  adoption  of  the  new  nomenclature.  The  reader  wiU  find 
some  interesting  observations  on  this  point  in  Liebig's  Chemische  Briefe,  its 
Auflage,  Brief  III. 


LEOTUEE    X. 

THS  TOOABULABT  OF  THB  mtQUBB  LAKaUAGB. 

m. 

Thb  aphorifim,  popularly,  bnt  perhaps  erroneously,  ascribed  to 
Bnffon,  ^^The  style  is  the  man/'  is  a  limited  application  of  the 
general  theory,  that  there  is  snch  a  relation  between  the  mind  of 
man  aad  the  speech  he  nses,  that  a  perfect  knowledge  of  either 
would  enable  an  acute  psychological  philologist  to  deduce  and 
construct  the  other  from  it.  The  distinctive  characteristics  of 
nations  or  races  employing  different  tongues,  so  far  as  we  are  able 
to  account  for  them,  are  due  to  causes  external  to  the  individual 
though  common  in  their  operation  to  the  whole  people,  such  as 
climate,  natural  productions,  modes  of  life  dependent  on  soil  and 
dimate,  or,  in  short,  to  physical  conditions. 

We  might  then  admit  this  theory,  without  qualification,  if  it 
were  once  established  that  the  language  of  a  people  is  altogether 
a  natural  product  of  their  physical  constitution  and  circumstances, 
and  that  its  character  depends  upon  laws  as  material  as  those 
which  determine  the  hue  and  growth  of  the  hair,  the  color  of  the 
eyes  and  skin,  the  musical  quality  of  the  human  voice,  or  the  in- 
articulate cries  of  the  lower  animals.  But  those  who  believe  that 
there  is  in  man  a  life  above  organization,  a  spirit  above  nature, 
will  be  slow  to  allow  that  his  only  instrument  for  the  outward 
manifestation  of  his  mightiest  intellectual  energies  and  loftiest 
moral  aspirations,  as  well  as  his  sole  means  of  systematic  culture 
for  the  intellect  and  heart,  can  be  the  product  of  a  mode  of 
physical  being,  which,  though  in  some  points  superior  in  degree, 
is  yet  identical  in  kind,  with  that  shared  also  by  the  lowest  of  the 
brutes  that  acknowledge  him  as  their  lord  and  master.  Kor  is 
the  theory  in  question  at  all  consistent  with  observed  facts ;  for 

while  nations,  not  distinguished  by  any  marked  difierenees  of 

(189) 
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pLysical  stmcture  or  external  condition,  use  languages  character* 
ized  by  wide  diversities  of  vocabulary  and  syntax,  individuals  in 
the  same  nation,  the  same  household  even,  display  striking  dis- 
similarities of  person,  of  intellect,  and  of  temper,  and  yet,  in  spite 
of  perceptible  variations  in  articulation,  and  in  the  choice  and 
collocation  of  words,  speak  in  the  main  not  only  one  language, 
but  one  dialect.  History  presents  numerous  instances  of  a  com- 
plete revolution  in  national  character,  without  any  radical  change 
in  the  language  of  the  people,  and,  contrariwise,  of  persistence  of 
character  with  a  great  change  in  tongue.  The  forms  of  speech 
which  the  slavish,  and  therefore  deservedly  enslaved,  Bomaa  of 
the  first  century  of  our  era  employed  in  addressing  Tiberius,  were 
as  simple  and  direct  as  would  have  been  those  of  a  soldier  in  con- 
versing with  his  centurion  in  the  heroic  age  of  Kegulus.  The 
Icelander  of  the  twelfth  century  carried  the  law  of  blood  for 
blood  as  far  as  the  Corsican  or  the  Kabyle  of  the  nineteenth,  and 
when  his  honor  was  piqued,  or  his  passions  roused,  he  was  as 
sanguinary  in  his  temper  as  the  Spaniard,  the  Aniiseh-Arab,  or 
the  Ashantee.  IQs  descendants,  speaking  very  nearly  the  same 
dialect,  are  so  much  softened  in  character,  that  violence  is  almost 
unknown  among  them,  and  when,  a  few  years  since,  a  native  was 
condemned  to  death,  not  one  of  his  countrymen  could  be  induced 
to  act  as  the  minister  of  avenging  justice.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
would  be  difScult  to  make  out  any  difference  of  character,  habits, 
or  even  ethical  system,  between  the  Bedouin  of  the  present  day 
and  his  ancestors  in  the  time  of  Abraham  and  of  Job,  and  yet  his 
language  has  unquestionably  undergone  many  great  changes.* 

The  relations  between  man  and  his  speech  are  not  capable  of 
precise  formulation,  and  we  cannot  perhaps  make  any  nearer  ap- 
proach to  exact  truth  than  to  say,  that  while  every  people  has  its 
general  analogies,  every  individual  has  his  peculiar  idiosyncrasies, 

*  As  an  illustratioii  of  such  persistence  in  the  East,  may  be  mentioned  aa 
anecdote  related  by  an  English  gentleman  who  held  for  a  time  a  high  official 
position  in  India.  Complaints  were  brought  to  him  of  the  brutal  treatment  of 
a  Hindoo  soldier  by  his  colonel,  who,  among  other  acts  of  personal  violeDce 
towards  the  poor  native,  had,  on  one  occasion,  knocked  out  his  front  teeth. 
The  colonel  was  heavily  fined  and  the  money  paid  over  to  the  injured  Hindoo, 
who,  however,  seemed  not  a  little  disappointed  at  the  decision.  Hia  judge 
then  asked  him  why  he  was  not  satisfied.  The  soldier  replied,  "  Because  I 
thought  you  would  have  ordered  my  colonel's  teeth  to  be  knocked  out** 
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physical,  mental,  and  linguistic,  and  that  mind  and  speech,  na- 
tional and  individual,  modify  and  are  modified  by  each  other,  to 
an  extent,  and  by  the  operation  of  laws,  which  we  are  not  yet 
able  to  define  and  genendize,  though,  in  particular  instances,  the 
relation  of  cause  and  effect  can  be  confidently  aflirmed  to  exist. 

But  in  the  midst  of  this  uncertainty,  we  still  recognize  the 
working  of  the  great  principle  of  diversity  in  unity  which  charac- 
terizes all  the  operations  of  the  creative  mind ;  and  though  every 
man  has  a  dialect  of  his  own,  as  he  has  his  own  special  features 
of  character,  his  distinct  pecxdiarities  of  shape,  gait,  tone,  and 
gesture,  in  short,  the  individualities  which  make  him  John  and 
not  Peter,*  yet  over  and  above  all  these,  he  shares  in  the  general 
traits  which  together  make  up  the  unity  of  his  language,  the  unity 
of  his  nation.     ^^  Unity  of  speech,"  says  a  Danish  writer,  ^^  is  a 
necessary  condition  of  tiie  inde])endent  development  of  a  people, 
and  the  coexistence  of  two  languages  in  a  political  state  is  one  of 
the  greatest  national  misfortunes.  Every  race  has  its  own  organic 
growth,  which  impresses  its  own  peculiar  form  on  the  religious 
ideas  and  the  philosophical  opinions  of  the  people,  on  their  politi- 
cal constitution,  their  legislation,  their  customs,  and  the  expression 
of  all  these  individualities  is  found  in  their  speech.     In  this  are 
embalmed  that  to  which  they  have  aspired,  that  to  which  they 
liave  attained.    There  we  find  the  record  of  their  thought,  its 
eomprehension,  wealth  and  depth,  the  life  of  the  people,  the 
limits  of  their  culture,  their  appetencies  and  their  antipathies, 
^whatsoever  has  germinated,  fructified,  ripened,  and  passed  away 
^unong  them,  yes,  even  their  short-comings  and  their  trespasses. 
The  people  and  their  language  are  so  con-natural,  that  the  one 
thrives,  changes,  perishes  with  the  other."     So  far  our  author, 
and  with  the  allowances  to  be  made  for  the  exaggeration  into 

*  Bishop  Home,  remarking  on  this  principle,  says :  "The  wisdom  of  this 
arrangement  of  Divine  Providence  in  the  Countenance,  Voice,  and  Handwrit- 
ing which,  although  the  same  features  go  to  the  formation  of  the  countenance, 
the  same  muscular  movements  to  the  articulation  of  the  voice,  and  the  tracings 
of  the  pen,  yet  so  infinitely  diversified  are  they  that  man  is  at  once  distinguished 
from  his  fellow,  by  his  face  in  the  light,  his  voice  in  the  dark,  and  his  hand- 
writing when  absent" 

Detective  Polioe  has  lately  observed  that  an  inked  impression  from  the  ball 
of  the  thumb  Is  never  precisely  similar  in  any  two  individuals,  and  hence  such 
impressions  are  useful  as  tests  of  personal  identity. 
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which  writers  axe  often  led  by  their  enthusiasm  for  their  subject^ 
his  views  are  entitled  to  general  concurrence.  We  think  by 
words,  and  therefore  thought  and  words  cannot  but  act  and  react 
on  each  other.  As  a  man  speaks,  so  he  thinks,  and  as  a  man 
thinketh  in  his  heart,  so  is  he. 

It  is  evident,  therefore,  that  unity  of  speech  is  essential  to  the 
^t,  of  .  people.  Co..iomu.y  Ju-^i.  .  «™,^  W 
than  identity  of  religion  or  of  government^  and  contemporaneous 
nations  of  one  speech,  however  formally  separated  by  differences 
of  creed  or  of  political  organization,  are  essentially  one  in  culture, 
one  in  tendency,  one  in  influence.  The  fine  patriotic  effusion  of 
Amdt,  ^^  Was  ist  des  Deutschen  Yaterland,"  was  founded  upon 
the  idea  that  the  oneness  of  the  Deutsche  Zunge,  the  German 
speech,  implied  a  oneness  of  spirit,  of  interest,  of  aims  and  of 
duties,  and  the  universal  acceptance  with  which  the  song  was  re- 
ceived was  evidence  that  the  poet  had  struck  a  chord  to  which 
every  Teutonic  heart  responded.  The  national  language  is  the 
key  to  the  national  intellect,  the  national  heart,  and  it  is  the 
special  vocation  of  what  is  technically  called  philology,  as  distin- 
guished from  linguistics,  to  avail  itself  of  the  study  of  language 
as  a  means  of  knowing,  not  man  in  the  abstract,  but  man  as  col- 
lected into  distinct  communities,  informed  with  the  same  spirit, 
exposed  to  the  same  moulding  influences,  and  pursuing  the  same 
great  objects  by  substantially  the  same  means.  We  are  certainly 
not  authorized  to  conclude  that  all  the  individuals  of  a  nation  are 
altogether  alike  because  they  speak  the  same  mother-tongae,  but 
their  characters,  mental  and  physical,  presumably  resemble  each 
other  as  nearly  as  the  fragments  of  the  common  language  which 
each  hafi  appropriated  to  his  own  use.*  Every  individual  selects 
from  the  general  stock  his  own  vocabulary,  his  favorite  combina- 
tions of  words,  his  own  forms  of  syntax,  and  thus  frames  for  himself 
a  dialect,  the  outward  expression  of  which  is  an  index  to  the  inner 
life  of  the  man.  No  two  Englishmen,  Glermans,  or  Frenchmen 
speak  and  act  in  all  points  alike,  yet  in  character  as  well  as  in 
speech,  they  would  generally  be  found  to  have  more  points  of 

*  Gkdton's  curious  experiments  show  that  a  representation  of  the  general 
type  of  a  particular  tribe  or  family  may  be  obtained  by  superposing  upon  each 
other  faint  photographic  impressions  of  the  features  of  several  indiyidoala 
thus  related. 
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Bjmpathy  and  resemblance  with  each  other,  than  either  of  them 
with  any  man  of  a  different  tongue. 

The  relations  between  the  grammatical  stmetnre  or  general 
idiom  of  a  langoage  and  the  moral  and  intellectual  character  of 
those  who  speak  it,  are  usually  much  more  uncertain  and  obscure 
than  the  connection  between  the  particular  words  which  compose 
their  stock,  and  the  thoughts,  habits,  and  tendencies  of  those  who 
employ  them.  Except  under  circumstances  where  our  mouths 
are  sealed  and  our  thoughts  suppressed  from  motives  of  prudence, 
of  delicacy,  or  of  shame,  the  names  of  the  objects  dearest  to  the 
heart,  the  expression  of  the  passions  which  most  absorb  us,  the  no- 
mendature  of  the  religious,  social,  or  political  creeds  or  parties  to 
-which  we  have  attached  ourselves,  will  most  frequently  rise  to 
the  lips.  Hence  it  is  the  vocabulary  and  the  phraseological  com- 
binations of  the  man,  or  class  of  men,  which  must  serve  as  the 
clue  to  guide  us  into  the  secret  recesses  of  their  being ;  and  in 
spite  of  occasional  exceptions,  apparent  or  real,  it  is  generally 
true  that  our  choice  of  words,  as  also  of  the  special  or  conven- 
tional meanings  of  words,  is  determined  by  the  character,  the 
ruling  passion,  the  habitual  thoughts, — ^by  the  life,  in  short,  of 
the  man ;  and  in  this  sense  Ben  Jonson  uttered  a  great  and  im- 
portant trutii  when  he  said:  ^'Language  most  shows  a  man; 
speak  that  I  may  see  thee !  *  It  springs  out  of  the  most  retired 
and  inmost  parts  of  us,  and  is  the  image  of  the  parent  of  it,  tho 
mind.  No  glass  renders  a  man's  form  and  likeness  so  true  as  his 
speecn. 

But  there  is  much  risk  of  error  in  the  too  extended  application 
of  this  criterion.  In  two  cases  only  can  we  be  justified  in  condemn- 
ing a  people  upon  the  strength  of  indications  furnished  by  their 
language  alone.  The  one  is  that  of  the  voluntary,  or  at  least  the 
/reey  selection  of  a  debased  or  perverted  diction,  when  a  higher 
and  purer  one  is  possible ;  the  other,  that  of  the  non-existence  of 
words  expressive  of  great  ideas,  and  this  will  generally  be  found 
coupled  with  an  abundance  of  terms  denoting,  and  yet  not  stig- 
imatizing,  gross  and  wicked  acts  and  passions. 

There  are  cases  where  the  crimes  of  rulers  are  mirrored  in  the 

*  Bttla  perobd  io  ti  veggia,  diceva  11  Hernia. 

Flobio,  Giardino  de  Rdcreatione,  p.  161.    1601. 
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speech  of  their  subjeete ;  *  others,  where  govenmientB,  bj  a  long 
course  of  corruption,  oppression,  and  tyranny,  have  stamped  upon 
the  language  of  their  people,  or  at  least  upon  its  temporary  con* 
ventionalities,  a  tone  of  hypocrisy,  falsehood,  baseness,  that  dings 
to  the  tongue,  even  after  the  spirit  of  the  nation  is  emancipated, 
and  it  is  prepared  to  vindicate,  by  deeds  of  heroism,  the  rights^ 
the  principles,  the  dignity  of  its  manhood. 

I  think  the  language  of  Italy  is  a  case  in  point.  Lander  argoes 
the  profound  and  hopeless  depravity  of  the  Italians  from  the  ab- 
ject charactec  of  their  complimentary  and  social  dialect,t  and  the 
phraseology  expressive  of  their  relations  with  their  rulers  or  other 
superiors,  as  well  as  from  the  pompous  style  by  which  they  mag- 
nify  the  importance  of  things  in  themselves  insignificant,  and 
their  constant  use  of  superlatives  and  intensives,  with  reference  to 
trifling  objects  and  occasions.  Were  it  true  that  the  Lombards, 
the  Piedmontese,  the  Tuscans,  and  the  Bomans  of  the  present  day 
had  not  inherited,  but  freely  adopted,  the  dialect  of  which  Landor 
gives  a  sort  of  anthology,  it  would  argue  much  in  favor  of  his 
theory4    A  bold  and  manly  and  generous  and  truthful  people 

*  "  'Tis  you  that  say  it,  not  I.    Tou  do  the  deeds. 
And  your  ungodly  deeds  find  me  the  woids." 

Sophocles,  as  translated  by  Milton. 

t  Forms  of  politeness,  especially  in  foreign  languages,  are  often  too  severely 
condemned  as  hypocrisy.  Italian  kindliness,  as  every  stranger  who  has  lived 
long  in  Italy  will  testify,  is  something  more  than  mere  expression,  it  is  genuine, 
and  it  may  in  part  be  the  effect  of  those  habits  of  courteous  observance  which 
contribute  so  essentially  to  the  nourishment  of  that  virtue.  Exaggerated  im- 
pressions with  regard  to  dissimulation,  as  a  characteristic  of  Italians,  have  some- 
times arisen  from  the  mistakes  of  foreigners  who  misinterpret  expressions 
which  could  not  mislead  a  fellow-countryman. 

t  The  Imaginary  Conversations  of  Landor  are  a  very  indifferent  authority 
upon  questions  of  fact,  whatever  opinions  may  be  entertained  concerning  them 
as  standards  in  criticism,  in  language,  or  in  morals.  But  a  physiognomist  may 
refer  to  a  caricature  for  an  illustration  of  the  connection  between  moral  traits 
and  the  physical  features  by  which  they  are  indicated,  and  I  may,  with  at  least 
equal  propriety,  cite  the  exaggerations  of  Landor  as  exemplifying  the  manner 
in  which  external  causes  may  corrupt  language,  and,  through  it,  the  morality 
of  those  who  use  it. 

The  metamorphosis  of  the  frank,  straightforward  speech  of  ancient  Rome  into 
the  cringing  form  which  it  has  in  modem  times  adopted,  is  the  natural  conse- 
quence of  centuries  of  tyrannies,  that  have  crushed  not  so  much  the  bodies  as 
the  souls  of  men  who  have  so  long  groaned  hopelessly  under  them.    But  what- 
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certamly  would  not  choose  to  say  nmiliare  una  supplica, 
to  hv/miUais  a  mppUcaUony  ior^  tojpreaent  a  memorial;  to  style 
the  strength  which  awes,  aud  the  finesse  which  deceives,  alike, 
onest^,  hone&ty  or  respectaHH^ ;  to  speak  6f  taking  human  life 
by  poison,  not  as  a  crime,  but  simply  as  a  mode  facilitating  death, 
ajutare  la  morte;  to  employ  pellegrino,  fareiffn^  for 
admiratle;  to  describe  a  modest  brooch  as,  una  spilla  in  oro, 
tempestata  di  pietre  preziose;  to  call  eveiy  house  with  a 
large  door,un  palazzo,aj7a2aoi^/  a  brass  ear-ring,  una  gioja, 
a  joy;  a  present  of  a  bodkin,  un  regalo,  a  royal  mv/nifioenoe; 
an  alteration  in  a  picture,  un  pentimento,  a  repmixmce;  a 
man  of  honor,  un  uomo  di  garbo,  a  weUrd/resaed  mm*,;  a 
lamb's  fry,  una  cosa  stupenda,  a  atu^pendoua  thmg ;  or  a 
message  sent  by  a  footman  to  his  tailor,  through  a  scullion,  una 
ambasciata,  an  embassy. 

We  must  distinguish  between  cases  where  words  expressive  of 
great  ideas,  mighty  truths,  do  not  at  all  exist  in  a  language,  and 
those  where,  as  in  Italy,  the  pressure  of  external  or  accidental  cir- 
cumstances has  compelled  the  disuse  or  misapplication  of  such, 
and  the  habitual  employment  of  the  baser  part  of  the  national 

•ever  may  have  been  the  character  of  the  Italians  when  Landor  wrote  the  dia- 
logue from  which  I  have  taken  these  examples,  he  would  grossly  misjudge 
their  countrymen  of  this  generation,  who  should  infer  that  because  the  language 
has  not  yet  recovered  its  native  majesty,  the  people  is  not  ripe  for  an  ennobling 
Tevolution.  The  habitual  sx)eech  of  the  Italians  is,  at  present,  by  no  means  of 
«o  unmanly  a  character  as  the  author  in  question  represents  it,  and  even  when  ex- 
pressions, which  Jar  with  the  self-respect  of  a  citizen  of  a  free  state,  are  employed, 
they  are  not  usually  accompanied  with  a  fawning  or  degradingly  deferential  man- 
ner, or  an  ostentatious  sacrifice  of  the  rights  of  private  opinion  and  private 
interest.  The  leaven  of  French  democracy,  which  however  unsparing  in  its 
career  of  overthrow  at  home,  was  a  beneficent  infiuence  in  the  Italian  peninsula, 
is  still  at  work ;  the  last  quarter  of  a  century  has  brought  the  principles  of 
civfl  and  religious  liberty  within  the  intelligence,  and  commended  them  to  the 
heart,  of  the  masses ;  occasion  only  has  long  been  wanting ;  the  recent  outrage 
perpetrated  by  the  Papal  government  on  the  sanctities  of  domestic  life,  in  the 
kidnapping  of  a  Jewiidi  child,  will,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  hasten  the  dawn  of  the 
day  when  the  whole  Ausonian  people  shall  be  transformed,  transfigured  we 
may  say,  into  what  Milton  describes  as  "  a  noble  and  puissant  nation,  rousing 
herself  like  a  strong  man  after  sleep  and  shaking  her  invincible  locks."  Then 
they  will  reassert  their  claim  to  the  divine  rights  of  humanity,  and  then  their 
speech,  like  themselves,  will  burst  its  fetters  and  become  once  more  as  grand 
fliid  as  heroic  as  it  is  beautifuL 
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Tocabulary.  Where  grand  words  are  found  in  a  speech,  there  grand 
thoughts,  noble  purposes,  high  resolves  exist  also,  or  at  the  least, 
the  spark  slumbers,  which  a  favoring  breath  may  kindle  into  a 
cherishing  or  a  devouring  flame.* 

*  The  Italian  writers  of  the  iecolo  aureo  sometiines  show  a  nice  sense  of  lin- 
guistic propriety  in  distinguishing  between  words  liable  to  be  confounded.  To 
exemplify :  modem  natural  philosophers  say  that  aeien^  implies  the  iK)wer  of  pre- 
diction, that  is,  the  power  of  saying  approximately  how  substances  and  bodies, 
whose  properties  are  known,  will  behave  if  brought  into  new  combinations  or  rela- 
tious.  Guido  dalle  Colonne  of  the  18th  century  in  his  Storia  deOa  Ouerra  di  Trqjti, 
(a  combination  and  amplification  of  Dares  Phiygius  and  Dictys  Cretensis,)  seems 
to  have  anticipated  this  idea,  for,  speaking  of  Cassandra,  p.  106,  ed.  1867,  he 
says :  rilucem  neUe  arti  liberaU,  dbiendo  la  eono$eenaa  deUe  pre$enU  e  la  $ciefua 
deUe  future  mm.    In  none  of  the  Latin  texts  of  Dares  and  Dictys  to  which  I 
have  access  do  I  find  any  trace  of  this  distinction.    Perhaps  when  we  shall 
better  understand  the  nature  of  man  and  the  history  of  the  past,  we  shall  in 
like  manner  arrive  at  a  new  '  prophetic  strain '  in  regard  to  the  effect  of  new 
social  conditions.    The  habits  of  modem  Italian  life  and  thought  are  unfavor- 
able to  such  precision,  and  perhaps  their  foreign  admirers  may  find  for  their 
vagueness  and  want  of  exactitude  in  language  the  same  excuse  which  ia  al- 
leged for  the  hUU  of  the  Irish,  namely,  a  rapidity  of  intellectual  action  that 
compels  them  to  pass,  unnoticed,  qualifications  and  distinctions  with  which 
Qermans  usually  surround  and  limit  their  propositions.     The  English  and 
Americans,  and  to  a  lees  extent  the  French  also,  from  their  more  multifarious 
relations  with  material  life,  are  forced  to  acquaint  themselves  with  a  great  va- 
.riety  of  special  vocabularies.    They  consequently  employ  in  refined  conversa- 
tion and  in  literature,  a  much  larger  number  of  semi-technical  and  descriptive 
terms  than  do  the  Italians.    Hence  Italian  pastoral  and  idyllic  poetry  is  much 
less  picturesque  than  that  of  the  more  northern  nations.    A  foreign  traveller  in 
Italy  is  often  astonished  at  the  difficulty  he  finds  in  leaming  the  Italian  name 
for  a  particular  fiower  either  from  his  guide  or  from  his  better  instructed  ac- 
quaintance.   The  answer  almost  invariably  is'^un  flare,*  or  '  ^  una  viola/  and 
it  is  next  to  impossible  to  get  anything  more  definite  unless  from  a  professed 
botanist    In  conversation,  cultivated  Italians  use  fewer  terms  borrowed  from 
agriculture  and  the  mechanic  arts  than  do  their  northern  neighbors.    I  was 
long  in  Italy  before  I  could  find  an  Italian  equivalent  for  the  English  tuff  or 
greensward,  the  German  Rosen,  and  the  French  gwton ;  and  the  Italian  lexi- 
cographers, without  exception  so  far  as  I  have  discovered,  define  semaUnoXoh^ 
crushed  macaroni  or  pasta,  instead  of  crushed  or  coarsely  ground  toheat,  which 
it  really  is,  and  of  which  they  partake  every  day  of  their  lives.    It  may  be  said 
that  generally  the  Italians  employ  generic  rather  than  specific  terms.    The 
foreign  sculptors  in  Italy  say  that  their  workmen  call  all  iron  tools  indiscrim- 
inately/pm',  irons,  instead  of  naming  the  instrument  with  reference  to  its  office. 
I  must  admit,  however,  that  Carena  and  Palma  have  shown  that  the  Italian 
artizans  and  farm  laborers  have  at  their  conmiand  an  abundant  supply  of  tech- 
nical terms  of  which  the  average  non-professional  Italian  makes  very  little  use. 


Lect.  X.]  ETHICAL  CHARACTER  OF   WORDS.  197 

Every  indiyidual  is,  in  a  sense,  a  natural  product  of  the  people 
to  whom  he  belongs,  and  the  brave  and  good,  who  have  so  long 
pined  in  the  dungeons  of  Kaples  and  of  Borne,  are  a  sufficient  proof 
that  the  oppression  which  has  lopped  the  flower,  has  failed  to  ex- 
tirpate the  root,  of  Italian  virtue. 

For  the  purposes  of  intellectual,  moral,  and  especially  religious 
culture,  a  speech  must  possess  appropriate  words  for  the  expression 
of  all  mental,  ethical,  and  spiritual  states  and  processes,  and  where 
such  a  nomenclature  is  totally  wanting,  there  is  no  depth  of  de- 
pravity which  we  are  not  authorized  to  infer  from  so  deplorable 
a  deficiency  of  the  means  of  apprehension,  reflection,  and  instruc- 
tion, concerning  the  cardinal  interests,  and  highest  powers  and 
perceptions  of  humanity.    It  is  in  the  non-existence  of  words  of 
this  class,  that  missionaries,  and  other  teachers  of  Christianity  and 
dviliSn,  have  fonnd  thTmoet  fonnidable  obstaclee  to  the  propa- 
gation  of  intellectual  and  religious  light  and  truth  among  the 
heathen.    Even  the  Greek,  with  all  its  wealth  of  words,  had,  as 
Wesley  long  ago  observed,  no  term  for  the  Christian  virtue  of 
AuTniUty^  until  an  Apostle  framed  one  for  it,  and  for  this  the 
moral  poverty  of  the  classic  speech  compelled  him  to  resort  to  a 
:root  conveying  the  idea,  not  of  self-abasement  in  the  consciousness 
of  utter  unworthiness  in  the  sight  of  a  pure  and  holy  God,  but 
of  positive  debasement,  meanness,  and  miserableness  of  spirit. 

Let  us  suppose  a  people  cursed  with  a  speech  which  had  no 
t;erms  corresponding  to  the  ideas  of  holiness,  faith,  veneration, 
^sonscience,  truth,  justice,  dignity,  love,  mercy,  benevolence,  or 
tiieir  contraries.    Could  its  moral  teachers  frame  an  ethical  sys- 
tem founded  on  qualities  whose  very  existence  their  language, 
mnd  of  course  the  conscious  self-knowledge  of  the  people,  did  not 
:recognize  ?    Could  they  enforce  the  duty  of  truthfulness  in  word 
and  deed ;  of  a  reverential  deference  to  what  is  great  and  worthy 
in  man  ;  of  love  and  adoration  for  the  immeasurably  higher  and 
better  attributes  of  the  Deity ;  of  charity,  of  philanthropy,  of  pa- 
tience, and  of  resignation,  in  a  tongue  which  possessed  no  terms 
to  denote  the  moral  and  the  religious  virtues  ?    But  even  these 
alone  would  not  render  a  language  an  adequate  medium  for  the 
oommunication  of  all  moral  doctrine.     Men  must  learn  to  fear, 
hate,  and  abhor  that  which  is  evil,  as  well  as  to  love  and  follow* 
after  that  which  is  good  ;  and  to  this  end,  the  vices,  as  well  as 
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the  virtues,  must  have  names  by  which  they  can  be  described  anj 
held  up  as  things  to  be  dreaded,  loathed,  and  shunned.  We  re- 
gard the  Hebrew-Greek  diction  of  the  New  Testament  as  emi- 
nently plain  and  simple,  and  so  indeed  it  is,  as  compared  with  the 
general  dialect  of  Greek  literature ;  but  what  a  richness  of  vo- 
cabulary does  it  display  with  respect  to  all  that  concerns  the 
moral,  the  spiritual,  and  even  the  intellectual  interests  of  human- 
ity I  What  a  range  of  abstract  thought,  what  an  armory  of  dia- 
lectic weapons,  what  an  enginery  of  vocal  implements  for  oper- 
ating on  the  human  soul,  do  the  Epistles  of  the  learned  Paul  ex- 
hibit I  The  Gospel  of  the  unschooled  John  throws  forward 
most  conspicuously  another  phase  of  language ;  for,  as  Paul  ap- 
peals to  the  moral  through  the  intellectual  faculties,  John,  on  the 
other  hand,  finds  his  way  to  the  head  by  the  channel  of  the  hearty 
and  his  diction  is  of  course  in  great  part  composed  of  the  words 
which  describe  or  excite  the  sensibilities,  the  better  sympathies  of 
our  nature.  Kow  the  respective  dialects  of  these  two  apostles 
oould  have  existed  only  as  the  result  of  a  long  course  of  mental 
and  religious  training  in  the  races  who  used  the  speech  employed 
by  them,  and  where  such  training  has  not  been  enjoyed,  there  no 
such  vocabxdary  can  be  developed,  and  of  course  no  such  doctrine 
expressed. 

Hence  the  translation  of  the  Bible  into  the  tongues  of  nations 
of  low  moral  training  has  been  found  a  matter  of  exceeding  difii- 
culty,  and,  in  many  instances,  the  translators  have  been  obliged 
to  content  themselves  with  very  loose  approximations  to  the  ex- 
pression of  the  religious  ideas  of  Christianity,  with  mere  pro- 
visional phrases,  which  they  necessarily  employ  for  the  time,  and 
until,  with  more  advanced  mental  culture,  tliere  shall  grow  up  also 
a  greater  compass  of  vocabulary,  and  a  fuller  development  of  a 
dialect  suited  to  convey  moral  as  well  as  intellectual  truth.  And 
hence  it  is  that  in  the  propagation  of  a  religion  which  appeals  so 
powerfully  to  the  thought,  the  sympathies,  and  the  conscience  of 
men,  education  and  Christianization  must  go  hand  in  hand  ;  for 
the  teacher  cannot  reach  the  heart  of  his  pupil,  until  they  have 
mutually  aided  each  other  in  creating  a  common  medium,  through 
which  they  can  confer  on  the  deep  matters  of  moral  and  spiritual 
truth. 

The  French  boast  that  they  have  no  word  for  hrtbe^  and  henoe 
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argae  that  they  are  less  accessible  than  other  men  to  that  species 
of  o£Scial  cormption,  of  which  a  pecnniary,  or  other  material 
consideration,  is  the  reward.  But  has  not  the  reproach  implied 
in  the  very  word  a  nsefnl  influence  in  bringing  the  act  to  the  con- 
sdonsness  of  men  bs  a  shame  and  a  sin  ?  Can  we  folly  compre- 
hend the  evil  character  of  a  wrong,  until  we  have  given  it  a  spe- 
cific objective  existence  by  assigning  to  it  a  name  which  shall 
serve  at  once  to  designate  and  to  condemn  ?  And  do  not  the 
joeolar  pot  de  vin,  and  other  vague  and  trivial  phrases,  by 
which,  in  the  want  of  a  proper  term  to  stigmatize  the  crime, 
French  levity  expresses  it,  indicate  a  lack  of  sensibility  to  the 
heinous  nature  of  the  transgression,  and  gloss  over,  and  even  half 
ooromend,  the  reception  of  unlawful  fees,  as  at  worst  but  a  venial 
ofEence,  the  disgrace  of  which  lies  more  in  the  detection  than  in 
the  commission  ?  * 

I  drew  your  attention,  on  a  former  occasion,  to  the  remarkable 
completeness  of  the  technical  vocabulary  of  Christianity  in  An- 
glo-Saxon, as  exemplified  in  the  old  translation  of  the  Gk)6pels ; 
and  I  think  it  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  the  great  Engh'sb 
theologians  of  the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth  centuries  did  not 
endeavor,  at  a  period  when  it  would  have  been  comparatively  easy, 
to  infuse  a  still  larger  proportion  of  the  native  element  into  the 
moral  and  spiritual  nomenclature  they  adopted.  The  extent  to 
-which  Latin  was  used  in  theology  by  the  Saxons  themselves, 
seriously  interfered  with  the  formation  of  a  vocabulary  adapted 
to  the  metaphysics  of  Christianity,  and  we  must  remember  that, 
as  Latin  was  the  only  common  language,  and  practicable  means 
of  communication,  between  the  English  Eeformers  and  their 
teachers  and  brethren  on  the  continent,  the  dialect  of  the  former 
could  hardly  fail  to  be  affected  by  the  religious  nomenclature  of 
the  latter. 


*  When  Justinian  negotiated  with  the  Persian  ambassador  Isdiagunas  that 
■hameful  convention,  by  which  he  purchased  a  truce  of  five  years  for  two 
thousand  pounds  of  gold,  it  was  at  first  proposed  that  the  money  should  be 
paid  in  annual  instalments  of  four  hundred  pounds,  but  upon  further  con- 
^deration,  it  was  thought  better  to  pay  the  whole  at  once,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  called  a  present,  rather  than  a  tribute.  Td  vdp  aiaxpa  bydfiaroy. 
says  ProcopiUd,  ov  rd  irpdyfiara  it6^aaiv  &v&pcmot  U  tov  iirinXiiaTcm 
akxOea^ai.    De  Bel.  Goth.  L.  IV.  cap.  15. 
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We  have,  nevertheless,  and  exclnsiyely  employ,  many  remark* 
able  native  English  words  to  express  the  highest  and  most  com- 
plex order  of  religious  ideas,  and  the  frequency  and  familiarity  of 
their  use  implies  an  advanced  spiritual  culture  among  the  primi. 
tive  English,  a  philosophical  conception  of  Christian  doctrine,  and 
a  strong  native  susceptibility  to  religious  impressions^  as  well  as  a 
remarkable  power  of  apprehending  abstruse  principles^  and  of 
course  a  high  standard  of  moral  and  intellectual  character. 

The  word  dtonementy  certainly  one  of  the  most  important 
terms  in  the  nomenclature  of  Christianity,  is  purely  English, 
Although  its  ending  is  French.  The  historical  evidence  is  very 
strongly  in  favor  of  the  etymology  cU  ane^  and  accordingly  the 
derivative  should  mean  either  the  reconciliation  of  man  to  hie 
Creator,  or  a  oneness  of  spirit  between  the  two.*  But  this  is  not 
the  usual  theological  sense,  and  the  resemblance  between  aions 
and  the  German  S  ii  h  n  e ,  and  several  older  Gothic  roots  which 
involve  the  notion  of  expiation^  furnishes  some  reason  to  suspect 
that  the  real  origin  of  the  word  lies  further  back,  though  we  can- 
not trace  it  to  any  known  Saxon  radical  Chd^  good^  My,  hadj 
evilj  sifiy  toickedy  right,  torong,  love,  /uUe^f  hope,  wi&ej  true, 
fal%e,X  life,  death,  aovl,  heamen,  hell,  and  their  many  derivatiYefl, 

*  Robert  of  Gloucester  has  at  on,  in  the  sense  of  agreed,  reeandUd  : 

Wat  halt  it  to  telle  longe  ?  bute  heo  were  sel>^  at  on, 
In  gret  loue  longe  y  now,  wan  yt  nolde  o^  gon. 

P.  lei. 

So  that  the  king  &  he 
Were  there  aoeUonaahSl  mizte  bise. 

P.  609. 

Many  similar  examples  may  be  f  omid  in  other  early  Engliah  writen.  I  have 
not  observed  the  noun  aionemerU  in  any  writer  before  Tyndal  (1526),  who  em- 
ploys it  in  Romans  v.  11.  It  is  not  found  in  the  Wyclifflte  vesions,  I  bolieye. 
Coverdale  (1535)  uses  it,  in  Exodus  xxix.  88,  Leviticus  iv.  20,  26,  Romans  v. 
11,  and  in  several  other  passages.  It  also  occurs  in  Sir  Thomas  More's  L^  cf 
Richard  III.,  Rastell's  edition,  p.  40,  F.,  p.  41,  C,  as  well  as  in  the  L^e  cf 
Edioard  V.,  ascribed  to  the  same  author,  in  Hardyng's  Chronicles,  1548,  p. 
476  of  Ellis's  reprint. 

f  What  a  fine  English  definition  of  ?uUe  is  that  which  Chaucer  gives  in  the 
Persones  Tale,  "  Hate  is  old  wrathe." 
Cicero,  Tiue,  Diip,,  iv.  9,  says :  Odium  ira  hiveterata 

i  We  cannot  perhaps  make  out  an  etymological  relation  between  false  and 
any  Mosso-Qothic  root,  unless  we  connect  it  with  f  aid  an,  to  fold,  Lat. 
plicarc,  allied  to  which  are  simplex  and  duplex,  whence  our 
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are  all  genuine  Anglo-Saxon,  as  are  also  many  now  obsolete  words^ 
belonging  exdusiyelj  to  the  Christian  religion,  such  as  hausd^  for 
eucharist,  a/nsaly  *  to  administer  extreme  unction,  though  most 
of  the  words  which  Christianity  ingrafted  upon  the  religious  vo* 
cabnlary  of  Judaism,  are  in  modem  English  represented  by  deriy- 
atiyee  from  Latin  or  Greek  radicals. 

Both  the  moral  and  the  intellectual  characteristics  which  the 
preyalence  of  Christian  doctrine  has  impressed  on  modem  ciyil- 
ieed  humanity,  and  the  dialect  belonging  to  that  doctrine,  are  so 
Q)ecial  and  peculiar,  that  the  mutual  relations  between  mind,  and 
fipeech  as  the  expression  of  mind,  and  as  also  a  reagent  upon  it, 
in  all  matters  connected  with  religion,  are  traced  without  any 
yery  serious  difficulty  but  the  reciprocal  influence  of  word  and 
thought  in  other  connections,  is,  if  not  more  obscure,  at  least  less 
familiar.    Take  for  example  the  tendency,  in  what  are  fashion- 

pUeUy  and  dupUeUy.  But  the  word  occurs  very  early  in  all  the  Scandinavian 
«nd  Teutonic  languages,  and  there  are  several  native  radicals  from  either  of 
^which  it  may  be  supposed  to  be  derived,  if  indeed  we  are  to  believe  that  the 
name  of  so  fundamental  an  idea  as  that  of  the  false  must  neeeisarily  be  bor- 
rowed from  any  other  word.  Ihre,  in  arguing  against  the  etymology  from  the 
Xatin  f  alsus,  regrets  that  he  is  obliged  to  recognize  the  word  as  indigenous, 
and  exclaims,  Quam  vellem  in  laudem  gentis  nostras  dici  posse,  illam  mendacia 
«t  f allendi  artes  ne  nominare  quidem  potuisse,  antequam  id  ft  Latinis  didicerit  I 
Jhre,  Lex,  8uio-Qoth,  under  f  alsk. 

The  comparison  of  the  moral  signiflcance  of  partic\ilar  words  in  Anglo- 
Saxon  and  English,  presents  many  points  of  interest.  A  single  one  shall 
«affloe.  Old,  which  is  now  a  term  of  reproach,  was,  strange  as  it  may  seem 
"Mn  theaefait  days  of  Toung  America  and  Toung  England,  a  respectful  and 
«ven  reverential  epithet  with  the  Anglo-Saxons ;  so  much  so,  in  fact,  that  it 
'^mwB  the  common  designation  of  noble,  exalted,  and  excellent  things.  E  a  1  d  o  r 
"was  often  used  tor  prince,  ruler,  governor;  ealdordom  was  axUhority, 
'wrutgitiraey,  prindpalUy ;  ealdorlic,  principal,  excellent;  ealdor-apos- 
^ole,  eJUef-apoetle ;  ealdor-burh,  chief  dty  or  metropolis,  and  ealdor- 
nan,  atderman,  nobleman, 

*  Ele  or  »1,  the  root  of  the  word  aneal,  is  generally  considered  an 
Anglo-Saxon  radical,  but  its  resemblance  in  form  and  meaning  to  the  Latin 
oleum,  or  rather  to  the  Greek  kXaiov,  renders  it  probable  that  the  name,  as 
well  as  the  thing,  (oHve  oU,)  found  its  way  from  Southern  Europe  into  the 
Anglo-Saxon  and  the  cognate  languages  and  nations,  at  so  early  a  period  that 
the  history  of  its  introduction  can  be  no  longer  traced.  Housel  (A.  S.  h  u  s  e  1) 
Ims  been  suspected  to  be  connected  with  the  Latin  hostia,  but  the  occur- 
xence  of  the  word  (hunsl)  in  Ulphilas  seems  to  be  a  sufficient  refutation  of 
this  etymology. 


* 
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able,  and  claim  to  be  refined,  drcles  in  this  country,  and  perhaps 
even  more  especially  in  England,  to  the  use  of  vague  and  indefinite 
phrases,  not  so  mndi  to  hide  a  deficiency  of  ideas,  as  to  cover  dis- 
creet reticences  of  opinion,  or  pmdent  suppressions  of  natoral  and 
spontaneous  feeling.  The  practice  of  employing  these  empty 
sounds — ^they  have  no  claim  to  be  called  words — iB  founded  partly 
in  a  cautious  desire  of  avoiding  embarrassing  self-committals, 
and  partly  in  that  vulgar  prejudice  of  polite  society,  which  pro- 
scribes the  expression  of  decided  sentiments  of  admiration,  ap- 
proval or  dissatisfaction,  or  of  precise  and  definite  opinions  upon 
any  subject,  as  contrary  to  the  laws  of  good  taste,  indicative  of  a 
want  of  knowledge  of  the  world,  and,  moreover,  arrogant  and 
pedantic.  In  this  notion  there  is  just  enough  of  truth  to  disguise 
the  falsehood  of  the  theory,  and  to  apologize  for  the  mischievoua 
tendencies  of  the  practice.  Doubtless,  if  we  have  no  dear,  de- 
cided, and  well-grounded  opinions,  no  ardor  of  feeling,  and  no 
convictions  of  duty,  in  reference  to  the  subject  of  conversation^ 
we  should  modestly  avoid  the  use  of  pointed  language ;  and,  at 
the  same  time,  a  due  regard  for  the  feelings,  the  prejudices,  the 
ignorance,  of  others,  will  dictate  a  certain  reserve  and  caution  in 
the  expression  of  opinions  or  sentiments  which  may  wound  their 
pride,  or  violently  shock  their  prepossessions. 

But  the  habit  of  using  vague  language  at  all,  and  especially  the 
current  devices  for  hinting  much  while  affirming  nothing,  are  in 
a  high  degree  injurious  both  to  precision  and  justness  of  thought, 
and  to  sincerity,  frankness,  and  manliness  of  character.  Every 
vague  and  uncertain  proposition  has  its  false  side,  and  the  confu- 
sion of  thought  it  implies  is  not  more  offensive  to  good  taste,  than 
its  deceptive  character  to  sound  morality,  and  than  both  to  true 
refinement. 

There  is  a  fact  of  immense  moral  significance,  which  seems  to 
have  been  only  in  modem,  indeed  in  comparatively  recent,  times, 
brought  into  notice  and  made  matter  of  distinct  consciousness, 
though  accessible  to  the  observation  of  men  ever  since  words 
first  had  a  moral  meaning.  Its  discovery  is  perhaps  connected 
with  the  increased  attention  which  individual  words,  their  form  and 
force,  have  received  in  the  study  of  the  philosophy  of  language.  It 
is  one  of  those  instances  where,  in  the  progress  of  humanity,  we 
come  suddenly  upon  the  outcrop  of  one  of  those  great  truths, 
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which,  like  some  rockHstrata,  extend  for  many  days'  journey  but  a 
few  inches  beneath  the  surface,  and  then  hwret  abmptly  into  full 
view.* 

The  &ct  to  which  I  allude  is  that  language  is  not  a  dead,  une- 
lastic,  passive  implement,  but  a  power,  which,  like  all  natural 
powers,  reacts  on  that  which  it  calls  into  exercise.  It  is  a  psycho- 
logical law,  though  we  know  not  upon  what  ultimate  principle  it 
rests,  that  the  mere  giving  of  verbal  utterance  to  any  strong  emotion 
or  passion,  even  if  the  expression  be  unaccompanied  by  any  othei 
outward  act,  stimulates  and  intensifies  the  excitement  of  feeling 
to  that  degree  that  when  the  tongue  is  once  set  free,  the  reason  is 
dethroned,  and  brute  nature  becomes  the  master  of  the  man.t    The 
connection  between  the  apparently  insignificant  cause  and  the  ter- 
rible eBed  belongs  to  that  portion  of  the  immaterial  man,  whose 
workings,  in  so  many  fields  of  moral  and  intellectual  action,  lie- 
below  our  consciousness,  and  can  be  detected  by  no  effort  of  vol- 
untary self-inspection.    But  it  is  an  undoubted  fact,  and  a  fact  of 
whose  fearful  import  most  men  become  adequately  aware  only 
when  it  is  almost  too  late  to  profit  by  the  knowledge,  that  the 
forms  in  which  we  clothe  the  outward  expression  of  the  emotions, 
and  even  of  the  speculative  opinions,  within  us,  react  with  mighty 
force  upon  the  heart  and  intellect  which  are  the  seat  of  those  pas- 
eions  and  those  thoughts.     So  long  as  we  have  not  betrayed  hj 
xmequivocal  words  the  secret  of  the  emotions  that  sway  the 
eool,  so  long  as  we  are  uncommitted  by  formal  expressions  to  par- 
ticular principles  and  opinions,  so  long  we  are  strong  to  subduo 
^fhe  rising  passion,  free  to  modify  the  theories  upon  which  we  ain^ 
-to  fashion  our  external  life.    Fiery  words  are  the  hot  blast  that 
"inflames  the  fuel  of  our  passionate  nature,  and  formulated  doctrine 
m  hedge  that  confines  the  discursive  wandering  of  the  thoughts. 

*  Thus  the  iniquity  of  the  slave-trade  was  suddenly  brought  home,  as  a  sin, 
to  the  consdenoe  of  otherwise  good  men,  who  had  for  many  years  pursued  it 
without  one  reproachful  feeling,  one  thought  of  its  enormous  wickedness. 

f  Spenser  was  not  ignorant  of  this  important  law. 

"  But  his  enemie 
Had  kindled  such  coles  of  displeasure, 
That  the  goodman  noulde  stay  his  leasure. 
But  home  him  hasted  with  furious  heate, 
Encreasing  his  wrath  with  many  a  threate." 

The  Shepheards  Calendar,  Februarie,  190-4. 
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In  a  personal  altercation,  it  is  most  often  the  stimulus  men  give 
themselves  by  stinging  words,  that  impels  them  to  violent  acts, 
and  in  argumentative  discussions,  we  find  the  most  convincing 
support  to  our  conclusions  in  the  internal  echo  of  the  dogmas  we 
have  ourselves  pronounced.  Hence  extreme  circumspection  in 
the  use  of  vituperative  language,  and  in  the  adoption  of  set  phrases 
implying  particular  opinions,  is  not  less  a  prudential  than  a  moral 
duty,  and  it  is  equaUy  important  that  we  strengthen  in  ourselvea 
kindly  sympathies,  generous  impulses,  noble  aims,  and  lofty  aspi- 
rations, by  habitual  freedom  in  their  expression,  and  that  we  con- 
firm ourselves  in  the  great  political,  social,  moral,  and  religious 
truths,  to  which  calm  investigation  has  led  us  as  final  conclusions^ 
by  embodying  them  in  forms  of  sound  words. 

Kot  merely  the  strongest  thinkers,  and  ablest  and  most  con- 
vincing reasoners,  but  many  of  the  most  impressive  and  persoar 
sive  rhetoricians  of  modem  times,  have  been  remarkable  rather 
for  moderation  than  exaggeration  in  expression.  It  was  a  maxim 
of  Webster's,  that  violence  of  language  was  indicative  of  feeble- 
ness of  thought  and  want  of  reasoning  power,  and  it  was  his  prac- 
tice rather  to  understate  than  overstate  the  strength  of  his  confi- 
dence in  the  soundness  of  his  own  arguments,  and  the  l(^cal 
necessity  of  his  conclusions.  He  kept  his  auditor  constantly  in 
advance  of  him,  by  suggestion  rather  than  by  strong  asseveration, 
by  a  calm  exposition  of  considerations  which  ought  to  excite  feel- 
ing in  the  heart  of  both  speaker  and  hearer,  not  by  an  undignified 
and  theatrical  exhibition  of  passion  in  himself.  And  this  indeed 
is  the  sound  practical  interpretation  of  the  Horatian  precept : 

Si  yis  me  flere,  dolendum  est 
Primum  ii)si  tibi. 

Wouldst  thou  unseal  the  fountain  of  my  tean. 
Thyself  the  signs  of  grief  must  show. 

To  the  emotion  of  the  hearer,  the  poet  applies  a  stronger  word, 
f  lere,  to  weep,  than  to  that  of  the  speaker  or  actor,  who  best 
accomplishes  the  aims  of  his  art  by  a  more  mitigated  display  of 
the  passions  he  would  excite  in  the  breast  of  his  auditor. 

Although  our  inherent  or  acquired  moral  and  intellectual  char- 
acter and  tendencies,  and  our  habitual  vocabulary  and  forms  of 
gpeech,  are  influential  upon  each  other,  and  though  both  are  sub- 
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ject  to  the  control  of  the  will,  yet,  nevertheless,  their  reciprocal 
action  is  not  nsnally  matter  of  consciousness  with  us.  While 
therefore  we  Bxefree  in  the  employment  of  particular  sets  of  words, 
yet  as  the  selection  of  those  words  depends  upon  obscure  pro- 
cesses unintelligible  even  to  ourselves,  we  cannot  be  said,  in  strict 
propriety  of  speech,  to  choose  our  dialect,  though  we  are  un- 
doubtedly responsible  for  its  moral  character,  because  we  are  re- 
sponsible for  the  moral  condition  which  determines  it.  So  lim- 
ited is  our  self-knowledge  in  this  respect,  that  most  men  would 
be  unable  to  produce  a  good  caricature  of  their  own  individual 
epeech,  and  the  shibboleth  of  our  personal  dialect  is  generally 
unknown  to  ourselves,  however  ready  we  may  be  to  remark  tha 
characteristic  phraseology  of  others.  It  is  a  mark  of  weakness, 
of  poverty  of  speech,  or  at  least  of  bad  taste,  to  continue  the  use 
of  pet  words,  or  other  peculiarities  of  language,  after  we  have 
once  become  conscious  of  them  as  such.  In  dialect  as  in  dress, 
individuality,  founded  upon  any  thing  but  general  harmony  and 
superior  propriety,  is  offensive,  and  good  taste  demands  that  each 
shall  please  by  its  total  impression,  not  by  its  distinguishable 
details. 


LEOTUEE  XI. 

TOOABULABT  OF  THB  ENGLISH  LAJXaUAM, 

IV. 

I  ENDBATOBED  in  the  last  lecture  to  point  ont  some  of  the  re- 
lations between  the  moral  and  intellectual  character  of  nations  or 
individnals,  and  the  words  of  a  given  language  employed,  at  par- 
ticnlar  periods,  by  the  people  or  the  man.  But  speech  is  affected 
Also  by  humbler,  more  transitory,  and  more  superficial  inflnenoes, 
and  whatever  care  we  may  exercise  in  this  respect,  it  is  scarcely 
possible  that  our  ordinary  discourse  should  not  exhibit  indelible 
traces  of  the  associations  and  accidents  of  childhood,  as  well  as  of 
the  occupations  and  the  cares,  the  objects  and  studies,  the  material 
or  social  struggles,  the  triumphs  or  defeats,  in  short,  all  the  exter- 
nal conditions  that  affect  humanity  in  riper  years.  Every  mode 
of  life,  too,  has  its  technical  vocabulary,*  which  we  may  exclude 
from  our  habitual  language,  its  ocmtj  which  we  cannot;  and 
hence  an  acute  observer,  well  schooled  in  men  and  things,  can 
read,  in  a  brief  casual  conversation  with  strangers,  much  of  the 
history,  as  well  as  of  the  opinions  and  the  principles,  of  all  the 
interlocutors. 

Writers  of  works  of  fiction  are  much  inclined  to  represent  their 
characters  as  constantly  employing  the  language  of  their  calling, 
and  as  prone  to  apply  its  technicalities  to  objects  of  an  entirely 
diverse  nature.  Now  this  may,  in  the  drama,  where  formal  nar- 
rative, description,  and  explanation  of  all  sorts  are  to  be  avoided, 
serve  as  a  convenient  conventional  mode  of  escaping  the  asidee, 
the  soliloquies,  the  confidential  disclosures  of  the  actor  to  hia 
audience  respecting  his  character,  position,  and  purposes,  and  the 


♦  How  are  technical  words  of  new  arts  f  ormed— «.  g,  of  printing  ?  A  com- 
plete history  of  words  of  this  class  from  the  beginning  would  be  as  inatructive 
as  curious. 

(20e) 
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other  awkward  devices  to  whicli  even  the  experteet  histrionic 
artisans  are  sometimes  obliged  to  resort,  to  make  the  action  more 
intelligible.  It  is  better  that  a  character  in  a  play  should  use 
professional  phrases,  by  way  of  indicating  his  occupation,  than 
that  he  should  tell  the  audience  in  set  words,  ^^  I  am  a  merchant, 
a  physician,  or  a  lawyer,"  but  after  all,  conddered  as  a  represen- 
tation of  the  actual  language  of  life,  it  is  a  violation  of  truth  of 
costume  to  cram  with  technical  words  the  conversation  of  a  tech- 
nical man.*  All  men,  except  the  veriest,  narrowest  pedants  in 
their  craft,  avoid  the  language  of  the  shop,  and  a  small  infusion 
of  native  sense  of  propriety  prevents  the  most  ignorant  laborer 
from  obtruding  the  dialect  of  his  art  upon  those  with  whom  he 
conmiunicates  in  reference  to  matters  not  pertaining  to  it  Every 
man  affects  to  be,  if  not  socially  above,  yet  intellectually  inde- 
pendent of,  and  superior  to,  his  calling,  and  if  in  this  respect  his 
speech  bewray  him,  it  will  be  by  words  used  in  mere  joke,  or  by 
such  peculiarities  of  speech,  as,  without  properly  belonging  to  the 
exercise  of  his  profession,  have  nevertheless  been  occasioned  by 
it.  A  sailor  will  not  be  likely  to  interlard  his  go-ashore  talk  with 
dew-lines,  main-sheets,  and  halliards,  but  if  he  has  occasion  to 
mention  the  great  free  port  at  the  head  of  the  Adriatic,  he  will 
caQ  it  not  Trieste,  but  Tryeast  /  and  if  he  speaks  of  our  com- 
merdal  representative  at  a  maritime  to^,  he  wiU  be  snre  to  style 
that  official  the  American  counsel^  not  the  American  consul.  In 
fact,  classes,  guilds,  professions,  borrow  their  characteristics  of 
speech  from  the  affectations,  not  the  serious  interests,  of  their  way 
of  life. 

Technical  nomenclature  rarely  extends  beyond  the  sphere  to 
which  it  more  appropriately  belongs,  and  the  language  of  a  nation 
is  not  perceptibly  affected  by  the  phraseology  of  a  class,  unless 
that  class  is  so  numerous  as  to  constitute  the  majority,  or  unless 
its  interests  are  of  so  wide-spread  and  conspicuous  a  nature  as  to 
be  forced  upon  the  familiar  observation  of  the  whole  people. 
England  has  been  distinguished  above  all  the  nations  of  the  earth 

*  King  James,  In  his  treatise  of  the  Airt  of  Scottis  Poesie,  lays  down  a  con- 
trary rule: 

And  flnaUy,  quhatsumeuer  be  zour  subiect,  to  vae  weabtUa  artii,  quhairby 
ze  may  the  mair  vivelie  represent  that  persoun,  quhais  pairt  ze  paint  out 
.-Chap.  III. 
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change !  Probably  not  in  radical  syntactical  principle  or  other 
grammatical  peculiarities,  but  mainly,  doubtless,  in  the  yocabulaiy.* 
New  words  would  be  formed  by  derivation  or  composition,  to 
express  a  mxdtitude  of  objects,  processes,  and  conditions  for 
which  English  has  no  appropriate  designations^  but  a  still  greater 
divergence  from  the  original  tongue  would  be  produced  by  the 
employment  of  English  words  in  new  or  modified  senses.  AH 
this,  in  fact,  is  just  what  has  been  done,  by  the  people  of  whom 
I  am  speaking,  with  the  language  of  their  cojmtry.  Causes,  to 
which  I  shall  refer  in  discussing  the  subject  of  grammatical  in* 
flections,  have  considerably  modified  the  Greek  syntax  in  the 
passage  from  old  Hellenic  to  modem  Romaic,  but  a  greater  ap- 
parent change  has  been  produced  by  the  introduction  of  new 
words ;  a  greater  still,  which  is  not  apparent  except  upon  a  con- 
siderable familiarity  with  both  classic  and  modem  Greek,  by  the 
use  of  classical  words  in  senses  very  diverse  from  those  which 
originally  belonged  to  them. 

A  more  familiar  illustration  may  be  found  in  the  speech  of  our 
own  country.  At  the  period  when  European  colonists  first  took 
possession  of  the  Atlantic  coast  of  America,  natural  history  had 
taught  men  little  of  the  inexhaustible  variety  of  the  material 
creation.  The  discoverers  expected  to  find  the  same  animals,  the 
same  vegetables,  the  same  minerals,  and  even  the  same  arts,  with 
which  observation  had  made  them  familiar  in  corresponding  lati- 
tudes of  the  eastern  hemisphere.  They  came  therefore  prepared 
to  recognize  resemblances,  not  to  detect  differences,  between  the 
products  of  the  old  world  and  the  new,  and  naturally  saw  what 
they  sought  and  expected.    Their  early  reports  accordingly  make 

*  Hervas  mentions  the  case  of  a  South  American  language  which,  retaining 
its  original  grammar,  had  substituted  for  its  native  vocabulary  one  consisting 
entirely  of  Spanish  words ;  but  this  statement  must  be  received  with  some  al- 
lowance, for  we  can  hardly  suppose  that  all  the  native  roots  had  been  absolutely 
obliterated.  A  language  which  has  totally  changed  its  vocabulary,  as  in  the 
instance  above  cited,  does  not  remain  the  same  language  even  though  its  gram- 
matical form  continues  unaltered.  New  words  imply  new  ideas  the  force  of 
which  cannot  depend  entirely  upon  granmiatical  combination.  Thus  languages 
from  different  sources  might  approximate  in  form,  though  not  in  radical  sig- 
nification. Would  they  therefore  become  one  ?  Man  and  many  of  the  lowei 
animals  are  osteologically  the  same,  but  we  do  not  therefore  call  them  l^  a 
common  name. 
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constant  mention  of  plants,  animals,  and  mechanical  processes,  as 
of  common  occurrence  in  America,  bnt  which  we  now  know  never 
to  have  existed  on  this  continent.  Longer  acquaintance  with  the 
nature  and  art  of  the  newly  discovered  territory  corrected  the 
errors  of  the  first  hasty  observation ;  but  there  was  still,  though 
almost  never  an  identity,  yet  often  a  strong  analogy,  between  the 
trees,  the  quadrupeds,  the  fish,  and  the  fowl  of  England,  of 
France,  and  of  Sj)ain,  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  Canada,  Kew 
England,  Virginia,  and  Mexico  on  the  other.  The  native  names 
for  all  tiiese  objects  were  hard  to  pronounce,  harder  still  to  re- 
member, and  the  colonists,  therefore,  took  the  simple  and  obvious 
method  of  applying  to  the  native  products  of  America  the  names 
of  the  European  plants  and  animals  which  most  nearly  resembled 
them.  Thus,  we  have  the  oak,  the  pine,  the  poplar,  the  willow, 
the  fir,  the  beach,  and  the  ash ;  the  trout,  the  perch,  and  the  dace ; 
the  bear,  the  fox,  and  the  rabbit ;  the  pigeon,  the  partridge,  the 
robin,  and  the  sparrow ;  and  in  South  America,  the  lion  and  the 
ostrich ;  and  yet,  though  in  many  instances  the  American  and  the 
transatlantic  object  designated  by  these  names  belong  to  the  same 
genus,  and  are  only  distinguished  by  features  which  escape  all 
eyes  but  those  of  the  scientific  naturalist,  in  perhaps  none  are 
they  spedficaUy  identical,  while,  not  unfrequently,  the  applica- 
tion of  the  European  name  is  founded  on  very  slight  resem- 
blances. 

Since  the  Norman  Conquest,  English,  as  spoken  upon  its  native 
soil,  has  been  largely  exposed  to  but  one  of  the  causes  of  change 
which  I  have  noticed.  I  refer,  of  course,  to  the  great  religious 
devolution  of  the  sixteenth  century,  which  I  believe  to  be  the 
most  powerful  of  the  single  influences  that  have  concurred  to  give 
to  the  English  race  and  their  speech  the  character  which  now  dis- 
tinguishes them,  as  well  from  the  rest  of  the  world  as  from  their 
former  selves.'*'    At  the  same  time,  in  all  the  Gothic  languages, 

*  The  opinions  expressed  by  Michelet,  on  the  moral  and  religious  character 
of  English  literature,  are  a  remarkable  exemplification  of  the  greai  diflScultj 
of  acquiring  such  a  mastery  over  a  foreign  tongue,  as  to  be  thoroughly  com- 
petent to  exercise  the  function  of  literary  criticism  upon  works  written  in  it. 
In  a  note  to  p.  158,  Vol.  Y.,  of  his  HUioire  de  France,  Michelet  says :  "  Je  ne 
me  rappelle  pas  d'avoir  vu  le  nom  de  Dieu  dans  Shakespeare ;  s'il  y  est  c'est 
bien  rarement,  par  hasard,  et  sans  I'ombre  d'un  sentiment  r^ligieux."    Mrs 
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our  own  inclnded,  both  the  special  yoeabnlary  of  each,  and  the 
use  and  signification  of  the  words  they  possess  in  common,  have 
been  mnch  affected  by  other  canses,  partly  peculiar  to  one  or 
more,  partly  acting  alike  upon  sJl. 

Take  as  an  instance  the  word  vnnter.  When  Icelandic  was 
spoken  in  all  the  countries  of  Scandinavia,  time  was  computed  by 
w/rUerSy  because  in  those  cold  climates  the  winter  monopolized  a 
large  portion  of  the  year,  and  from  its  length,  its  hardships  and 
necessities,  its  boisterous  festivities,  the  facilities  it  afforded  for 
the  pursuit  of  certain  important  occupations  and  favorite  sports, 
and  the  obstacles  it  interposed  to  the  prosecution  of  others,  it  im- 
pressed itself  on  the  minds  of  the  people  as  not  only  the  longest 
but  the  weightiest  portion  of  the  twelvemonth,  and  it  therefore 
stood  for  the  whole  year.  For  the  same  reason,  winter  was  a 
very  common  word  for  year  in  Anglo-Saxon,  and  it  continued  to 
be  employed  in  that  sense  in  English  to  near  the  dose  of  the 
fifteenth  century.  In  Iceland  itself,  where  there  is  little  change 
in  the  habits  of  material  and  social  life,  it  is  still  thus  used.  But 
in  modem  England,  Denmark,  Sweden,  and  Norway,  the  advance* 
ment  of  civilization  and  physical  improvement  has  given  to  man 
the  mastery  over  all  the  seasons.  The  campaigns  of  feudal  war- 
£ire,  whose  marches  were  performed  with  greater  ease  over  ice 
and  snow,  have  ceased;  the  chase,  a  winter  occupation,  is  no 
longer  an  important  resource;  agriculture  has  widely  extended 
her  domain,  and  the  harvest  months  are  the  great  epoch  of  the 
year,  and  characterize  it  as  a  period  of  trial  or  of  blessings.  Accord- 
ingly, in  all  these  kingdoms  men  now  count  time  not  by  winters, 
but  by  ha/rvests^  for  that  is  the  primitive  signification  of  our 
English  word  yea/r^  and  its  representative  in  the  cognate  Ian- 

Cowden  Clarke's  Concordance  cites  from  Shakespeare  many  hundreds  of  pas- 
sages in  which  the  name  of  Gk)d  is  introduced,  frequently,  indeed,  in  profane 
phrases ;  but  it  occurs  in  expressions  of  reverent  and  devout  religious  senti- 
ment quite  as  often  in  the  works  of  the  great  English  dramatist  as  in  the  cur- 
rent French  literature  of  the  corresponding  period.  The  remarks  of  Michelet 
upon  English  literature  generally,  which  precede  and  follow  the  above  criti- 
cism upon  Shakespeare,  and  in  which  he  characterizes  the  helie  et  mnnbre  lit' 
terahire  Anglaise,  as  aeeptique,  Judaiqtie,  satanigtie,  pour  re9umer,  antiehrS- 
tienne,  are  extremely  amusing,  and  might  well  be  supposed  to  have  originated 
with  the  spiritual  father  of  the  American  Indian  whom  he  quotes  as  saying : 
"  Le  Ohriat,  <fHait  un  Franfois  que  les  AnglaU  erudfiirerU  d  LondrM" 
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guages.*  In  the  figurative  style,  whether  in  poetry  or  in  prose, 
we  often  pnt  a  season  for  the  year,  and  in  this  case  the  subject  deter- 
mines the  choice  of  the  season.  Thns,  of  an  aged  man  we  say:  ^^Sik 
life  has  extended  to  a  hundred  winters,'  but  in  speaking  of  the 
years  of  a  blooming  girl,  we  connect  with  them  images  of  glad- 
ness, the  season  of  flowers,  and  say :  ^  She  has  seen  sixteen  sum- 
mers.' We  have  in  English  a  similar  application  of  another  far 
miliar  word  suggestive  of  the  phases  of  the  year,  and  it  is  curious 
that  the  same  expression  is  used  in  Scandinavia.  In  Denmark 
and  Sweden,  as  well  as  in  England,  the  gentlemen  of  the  chase  and 
the  tnrf  reckon  the  age  of  their  animals  by  springs,  the  ordinary 
birth-season  of  the  horse,  and  a  colt  is  said  to  be  so  many  years 
old  next  ffra^s. 

Our  Buijec&vepeotmiaryiB  familiarly  known  to  be  derived  from 
the  Latin  pecunia,  money,  which  itself  comes  from  pecus, 
eattle,  and  acquired  the  meaning  of  money,  because  money  is  the 
representative  of  property,  and  in  early  society  cattle  constituted 
the  most  valuable  species  of  property ;  or,  as  others  suppose,  b^ 
cause  a  coin,  which  was  of  about  the  average  value  of  one  head  of 
«heep  or  kine,  was  stamped  with  the  image  of  the  creature.  Our 
English  word  oatUef  is  derived,  by  a  reverse  process,  from  the 

*  I  am  aware  that  this  is  not  the  received  etymology  of  year,  nor  do  I  pro- 
pose it  with  by  any  means  entire  confidence.  At  the  same  time,  I  think  the 
identity  of  the  words  for  harvest  and  for  the  twelvemoth,  &t,  in  the  cognate 
Icelandic  and  the  dialects  derived  from  it,  an  argument  of  considerable  weight 
in  support  of  the  derivation,  which,  however,  finds  still  stronger  evidence  in 
the  analogies  of  our  primitive  mother-tongue.  In  Anglo-Saxon,  ear  signfiea 
an  ear  of  grain,  and  by  supplying  the  collective  prefix  g  e ,  common  to  all  the 
Teutonic  languages,  we  have  gear,  an  appropriate  expression  for  7iart>e$t,  and 
at  the  same  time  a  term,  which,  as  well  as  winter,  was  employed  as  the  name 
of  the  entire  year.  The  corresponding  words  in  the  cognate  languages  admit 
of  a  similar  derivation,  and  this  to  me  seems  a  more  probable  etymology,  than 
those  by  which  these  words  are  connected  with  remoter  roots. 

This  etymology,  though  original  with  me,  I  find  has  been  anticipated  by 
Terwen  and  Boeworth. 

t  The  derivation  from  eapui,  (eapiiale,)  a  head,  as  we  say,  "so  many 
bead  of  sheep,  or  oxen,"  though  supported  by  high  authorities,  is  improbable ; 
because  among  other  reasons,  the  words,  oh  at  el,  e  alalia  (pi.),  &c.,  were 
applied  to  what  lawyers  call  ehaUels  real,  that  is,  certain  rights  in  real  estate 
distinct  from  the  fee,  or  absolute  title,  and  to  personal  property  in  general,  long 
before  eattle,  or  any  other  derivation  from  the  same  root,  was  used  specially  as 
a  designation  of  domestic  quadrupeds.    This  view  of  the  subject  is  confirmed 
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Low  Latin  catalla,  a  word  of  unknown  etymology,  sigmfying 
movable  property  generally,  or  what  the  English  law  calls  chat- 
tels. Li  Old  English,  oatile  had  the  same  meaning,  and  it  is  but 
recently  that  it  has  been  confined  to  domestic  quadrupeds  as  the 
most  valuable  of  ordinary  movable  possessions. 

Li  a  former  lecture,  by  way  of  iUustrating  my  views  of  the 
value  of  etymology  as  pursued  by  what  may  be  called  the  simple 
historical,  in  distinction  from  the  more  ambitious  linguistic, 
method,  I  traced  the  word  gram,  from  its  source,  through  its  sec- 
ondary, to  its  present  signification,  in  one  of  its  senses.  Chm^ 
the  Gothic  etymological  equivalent  of  gravn,^  has  also  an  interest- 
ing history,  and  it  serves  as  a  good  exemplification  of  the  modifi- 
cations which  the  use  and  meaning  of  words  undergo  from  the 
infiuence  of  local  conditions.  Like  granum,  it  signifies  both 
a  seed  and  a  minute  particle,  and  the  two  words  are  not  so  unlike 
in  form  as  to  make  it  all  improbable  that  they  are  derived  from  a 
conmion  radical,  in  some  older  cognate  language,  probably  allied  to 
the  verb  to  grow^  and  originally  meaning  &eed.  Com  was  early  ap- 
plied, as  a  generic  term,  to  the  cereal  grains  or  breadstufib,  the 
most  useful  of  seeds,  and  in  fact  almost  the  only  ones  regularly 
employed  as  the  food  of  man.  The  word  is  still  current  in  all 
countriee  where  tlie  Gothic  langoages  are  spoken,  hut  its  dgnifi- 
cation  is,  in  popular  use,  chiefly  confined  to  the  particular  grain 
most  important  in  the  rural  economy  of  each.  Thus  in  England, 
wheat,  being  the  most  considerable  article  of  cultivated  produce, 
is  generally  caUed  com.  Li  Scotland  this  name  is  given  to  oats ; 
in  most  parts  of  Germany  to  rye;  in  the  Scandinavian  kingdoms 

by  the  fact  of  the  non-exiBtence  of  a  cognate  word  with  the  meaning  of  ccM^ 
in  the  Italian  and  Spanish  languages,  which  could  hardly  have  failed  to  pos- 
sess it,  had  it  been  really  of  Latin  etymology. 

Ohatel  has  an  apparent  relationf^p  both  to  the  French  aeheter,  to  pur- 
chase, and  to  the  Saxon  eedpian,  Icelandic  Kaupa,  (German  Kaufen, 
of  the  same  signification. 

Celtic  etymologists  derive  aeheter  from  the  Celtic  aehap,  a  word  of 
the  same  radical  meaning ;  but  as  the  Goths,  in  early  ages,  were  a  much  more 
conmiercial  and  maritime  people  than  the  Celts,  it  is  more  probable  that  the 
root  is  Gothic  than  Celtic. 

Capitate f  ehatel,  aeheter,  chattels  and  cattle,  are,  therefore,  in  aU 
probability,  cognate  with  the  Saxon  eedpian,  and  not  with  eaput.  Schmid, 
Oe9etzederAngel'8aeh8en,fldBdiiion,  1858,  glossary,  under  capitals  appeal! 
to  adopt  this  etymolgy.    See  Wedgewood,  Etym,  Diet,,  Art.  OhatteU 
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to  barjey;  and  in  the  United  States,  to  onr  great  agricnltnral 
staple,  maize,  or  Indian  com ;  the  name  in  every  instance  being 
habitually  appUed  to  the  particular  grain  on  which  the  prosperity 
of  the  husbandman  and  the  sustenance  of  the  laborer  diiefly 
depend.* 

In  the  countries  bordering  on  the  Mediterranean,  and  in  other 
warm  climates,  animal  food  is  not  much  used,  and  bread  is  em- 
phatically the  stafiE  of  life.  Hence  in  those  nations,  as  with  the 
ancient  Bomans,  the  word  hread  stands  ior  food  generally,  other 
edibles  being  considered  a  mere  relish  or  accompaniment,  and 
this  is  still  true  of  some  colder  cUmates,  where  the  poverty  of  the 
laboring  classes  confines  them  in  the  main  to  a  Uke  simple  diet. 
The  English  figurative  use  of  hread  for  the  same  purpose,  how- 
ever, is  not  founded  on  the  habits  of  the  people,  but  is  borrowed 
from  other  literatures.  The  word  meont  has  undergone  a  contrary 
process.  The  earliest  occurrence  of  this  word  in  any  cognate  lan- 
guage is  the  form  mats  in  Ulphilas,  where  it  signifies  food  in 
general  The  Swedish  verb  m&tta,  to  satiate  or  satisfy,  and 
other  allied  words,  surest  the  probability  that  the  original  sense 
of  the  radical,  in  its  application  to  food,  was  that  which  satisfies 
hunger,  f  though  it  must  be  confessed  that  great  uncertainty 
attends  all  attempts  to  trace  back  words  essentially  so  primitive 
to  still  simpler  forms  and  less  complex  significations.  The  Anglo- 
Saxon  and  oldest  English  meaning  of  meat  is  food,  and  I  believe 
it  is  always  used  in  that  sense  in  our  English  translations  of  the 
Bible.  Li  England,  and  especially  in  the  United  States,  animal 
food  is  now  the  most  prominent  article  of  diet,  and  meat  has  come 
to  signify  almost  exclusively  the  fiesh  of  land  animals. 

The  primitive  abundance  of  the  oak  and  of  nut-bearing  trees, 
in  England  and  in  the  northern  portions  of  Continental  Europe, 
facilitated  the  keeping  of  swine  to  an  extent  which,  now  that  the 

*  In  Italy,  eiecii€  (Latin,  dbraria)  is  ttie  common  name  given  to  all  kinds  of 
tmUe,  as  pease,  beans,  etc,  these  constituting  a  large  portion  of  the  food  of  the 
poorer  Italians. 

t  The  H(Bso-Gk>thic  mat] an,  to  eai^  is  more  probably  a  derivatiye,  than 
the  primitive,  of  mats,  and  if  so,  corresponds  to  our  verb  tjofeed  upon.  On 
the  other  hand  the  resemblance  between  mat j an  and  the  Latin  masti- 
care  would  seem  to  refer  both  verbs  and  their  derivatives  to  a  root  expres- 
sive of  the  mechanical  process  of  eating. 
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forests  have  been  converted  into  arable  land,  is  neither  convenient 
nor  economically  advantageous,  and  the  flesh  of  swine  constitated 
a  more  important  part  of  the  aUment  of  the  people  than  that  of 
any  other  domestic  animal  The  word  fie%h  appears  to  have 
originally  signified  pork  only,  and  in  the  form,  a  fiUch  of  baoon, 
French,  ./Z^A^  de  lard,  the  primitive  sense  is  still  preserved ;  but, 
with  the  extension  of  agriculture,  the  herds  of  swine  became  less 
numerous,  and  as  the  flesh  of  other  quadrupeds  entered  more  and 
more  into  use,  the  sense  of  the  word  was  extended  so  as  to  include 
them  also.  JFlesh  and  meal  have  now  become  nearly  synony- 
mous, the  difference  being  that  the  former  embraces  the  fibrous 
part  of  animals  generally,  without  reference  to  its  uses,  the  l&tter 
that  of  such  only  as  are  employed  for  human  food.  At  present 
we  use,  as  a  compendious  expression  for  all  the  materials  of  both 
vegetable  and  animal  diet,  bread  and  meoL    Piers  Ploughman 

says: 

Flenhs  and  breed  bothe 
To  riche  and  to  poore; 

and  a  verse  or  two  lower. 

And  all  manere  of  men 

That  through  mete  and  drynke  Ubbeth. 

The  English  word  hribe  and  its  derivatives,  generally  but  per- 
haps erroneously  traced  to  the  French  bribe,  ^  morsel  of  hreadj 
a  scrap  orfragm^rd^  present  an  interesting  instance  of  a  change 
of  meaning.  Bribery^  in  Old  English,  meant  not  secret  corrup- 
tion, but  theft,  rapine,  open  violence,  and  very  often  official  ex- 
tortion. Thus  Julyana  Bemers,  in  her  treatise  gf  Fysshynge  with 
the  Angle,  in  speaking  of  the  injustice  and  cruelty  of  robbing 
private  fish-ponds  and  other  waters,  says :  "  It  is  a  ryght  shame- 
full  dede  to  any  nobleman  to  do  that  that  theuys  and  hrylxyura 
done.'*  *  Lord  Bemers,  in  his  translation  of  Froissart,  describes 
the  captain  of  a  band  of  the  irregular  soldiery  called  *  companions,^ 
as  the  "  greatest  hrybour  and  robber  in  all  Fraunce,'*  and  Pala* 


*  Alle  othere  in  battaQle 
Ben  y-holde  hrybourB, 
Pylours  and  pyke-harneya. 

Pien  Plougliinan,  U^7. 
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grave  gives  IpuU  and  I  pyll  as  synonyms  of  /  bribe.  At  that 
dark  period,  tie  subject  had  "  no  rights  which "  his  rulers  "  were 
bound  to  respect"  The  ministers  of  civil  and  ecclesiastioal  power 
needed  not  to  conceal  their  rapacity,  and  they  availed  themselvefl 
of  the  authority  belonging  to  their  positions  for  the  purpose  of 
undisguised  plunder.  But  when  by  the  light,  first  of  religions, 
and  then  of  what  naturally  followed,  civil  liberty,  men  were  able 
to  see  that  it  was  of  the  essence  of  law,  that  it  should  bind  the 
governors  as  well  as  the  governed,  him  who  makes,  him  who  ad- 
ministers, and  him  who  serves  under  it  alike,  it  became  necessary 
for  o£Scial  robbery  to  change  its  mode  of  procedure,  and  mantle 
with  the  doak  of  secrecy  the  hand  that  clutched  the  spoil.  But 
though  the  primitive  form  of  this  particular  iniquity  is  gone,  the 
thing  remains,  and  the  unlawful  gains  of  power,  once  seized  with 
strong  hand,  or  extorted  with  menacing  clenched  fist,  but  now 
craved  with  open  palm,  are  still  bribes.  Formerly  the  official  ex- 
tortioner or  rapacious  dignitary  was  styled  a  briber y  and  he  was 
said  to  bribe  when  he  boldly  grasped  his  prey,  but  now  the 
tempter  is  the  bribery  and  the  timid  recipient  is  the  bribed* 

xS^Zei^,  from  the  Latin  solidus,t  the  name  of  a  coin,  meant 
originally  one  who  performed  military  service,  not  in  fulfilment 
of  the  obligations  of  the  feudal  law,  but  upon  contract,  and  ion 
stipulated  pay.  Soldier^  therefore,  in  its  primary  signification,  is 
identical  with  KvreUmg  or  meroena/ry.    But  the  r^ular  profession 

•  Cranmer,  Instruction  into  Ohristian  Religion,  Sermon  YII.,  uses  bribe  in 
the  modem  sense :  "And  the  iudge  himself e  is  a  thefe  before  Gkxl,  when  he 
for  brybe$  or  any  corrupcion  doth  wittingly  and  wyllingly  give  wrong  iudge- 
ment."  But,  in  Sermon  X. ,  he  has  this  passage  :  "  These  rauenynge  woulfes, 
that  be  euer  thryslynge  after  other  mennes  goodes  *  *  •  less  the  f auoure 
both  of  Qod  and  man,  and  ar  called  of  euery  man  eztorcioners,  bryben,  pollers 
and  piellers,  deuourers  of  widowes  houses." 

And  in  the  Instruction  of  Prayer,  on  the  Fourth  Petition,  "  But  they  that 
delyght  in  superfluitie  of  gorgyous  apparel  and  deynty  fare  *  *  *  oommenly 
do  deceaue  the  nedye,  brifbe,  and  pyle  from  them." 

f  Etymologists  of  the  Celtic  school  afOrm  that  so  Id  at  is  from  the  Celtic 
flouldar,  a  feudal  vassal  bound  to  military  service,  and  from  soldat  they 
derive  the  French  solde  and  s  o  1  d  e  r ,  and  the  German  Sold,  besolden; 
that  is,  they  fjid  the  origin  of  a  group  of  words  to  every  one  of  which  the  notion 
ol  pay  is  fundamental,  in  a  word  the  proper  sense  of  which  excludes  that  no- 
tion, for  the  very  essence  of  feudal  obligation  is  that  it  requires  serrioe  wUhaut 
pay.  Lucus  It  non  lucendo. 
10 
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forests  have  been  converted  into  arable  land,  is  neither  convenient 
nor  economically  advantageous,  and  the  flesh  of  swine  constitated 
a  more  important  part  of  the  aUment  of  the  people  than  that  of 
any  other  domestic  animal.  The  word  flefih,  appears  to  have 
originally  signified  pork  only,  and  in  the  form,  a  fiitch  of  bacon, 
French,  ,/Z^A^  de  lardy  tlie  primitive  sense  is  still  preserved ;  but, 
with  the  extension  of  agriculture,  the  herds  of  swine  became  leas 
numerous,  and  as  the  flesh  of  other  quadrupeds  entered  more  and 
more  into  use,  the  sense  of  the  word  was  extended  so  afi(  to  include 
them  also.  Flesh  and  meat  have  now  become  nearly  synony- 
mous, the  difference  being  that  the  former  embraces  the  fibrous 
I>art  of  animalfl  generally,  without  reference  to  its  uses,  the  latter 
that  of  such  only  as  are  employed  for  human  food.  At  present 
we  use,  as  a  compendious  expression  for  all  the  materials  of  both 
vegetable  and  animal  diet,  hread  and  meoL    Piers  Ploughman 

says: 

Flenhs  and  breed  bothe 
To  riche  and  to  poore; 

and  a  verse  or  two  lower. 

And  all  manere  of  men 

That  through  mete  and  drynke  Ubbeth. 

The  English  word  "bribe  and  its  derivatives,  generally  but  per- 
haps erroneously  traced  to  the  French  bribe,  ^moradqfhreadj 
a  scrap  o^rfragmenty  present  an  interesting  instance  of  a  change 
of  meaning.  Bribery y  in  Old  English,  meant  not  secret  corrup- 
tion, but  theft,  rapine,  open  violence,  and  very  often  official  ex- 
tortion. Thus  Julyana  Bemers,  in  her  treatise  gf  Fysshynge  with 
the  Angle,  in  speaking  of  the  injustice  and  cruelty  of  robbing 
private  fish-ponds  and  other  waters,  says:  "It  is  a  ryght  shame- 
full  dede  to  any  nobleman  to  do  that  that  theuys  and  bryhowre 
done."  *  Lord  Bemers,  in  his  translation  of  Froissart,  describes 
the  captain  of  a  band  of  the  irregular  soldiery  called  *  companions,' 
as  the  "  greatest  brybour  and  robber  in  all  Fraunce,"  and  Pala- 


*  Alle  othere  in  battaQle 
Ben  y-holde  brjfboun, 
Pylours  and  pyke-harneya. 

Pien  Plouglunan,  i4U7. 
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grave  gives  IpuU  and  I  pyll  as  synonyms  of  /  bribe.  At  that 
dark  period,  the  subject  had  "no  rights  which"  his  rulers  "were 
bound  to  respect."  The  ministers  of  civil  and  ecclesiastical  power 
needed  not  to  conceal  their  rapacity,  and  they  availed  themselvea 
of  the  authority  belonging  to  their  positions  for  the  purpose  of 
undisguised  plunder.  But  when  by  the  light,  first  of  religions, 
and  then  of  what  naturally  followed,  civil  liberty,  men  were  able 
to  see  that  it  was  of  the  essence  of  law,  that  it  should  bind  the 
governors  as  well  as  the  governed,  him  who  makes,  him  who  ad- 
ministers,  and  him  who  serves  under  it  alike,  it  became  necessary 
for  o£SciaI  robbery  to  change  its  mode  of  procedure,  and  mantle 
with  the  doak  of  secrecy  the  hand  that  clutched  the  spoil.  But 
though  the  primitive  form  of  this  pftrticular  iniquity  is  goue,  the 
thing  remains,  and  the  unlawful  gains  of  power,  once  seized  with 
strong  hand,  or  extorted  with  menacing  clenched  fist,  but  now 
craved  with  open  palm,  are  still  bribes.  Formerly  the  official  ex- 
tortioner or  rapacious  dignitary  was  styled  a  briber ^  and  he  was 
said  to  brihe  when  he  boldly  grasped  his  prey,  but  now  the 
tempter  is  the  briber^  and  the  timid  recipient  is  the  bribed* 

/S:)Z(i^,  from  the  Latin  solidus,t  the  name  of  a  coin,  meant 
originally  one  who  performed  military  service,  not  in  fulfilment 
of  the  obligations  of  the  feudal  law,  but  upon  contract,  and  ion 
stipulated  pay.    Soldier^  therefore,  in  its  primary  signification,  is 

identical  with  hireling  or  meroena/ry.    But  the  r^ular  profession 

■     ■        ■       II       111. 11     II  ,1 

•  Craniner,  Instruction  into  OhriBtian  Religion,  Sermon  YII.,  uses  bribe  in 
ttie  modem  sense :  "And  the  iudge  himself e  is  a  thefe  before  Gkxi,  when  he 
for  brybet  or  any  comipcion  doth  wittingly  and  wyllingly  give  wrong  iudge- 
ment."  But,  in  Sermon  X.,  he  has  this  passage  :  **  These  rauenynge  woulfes, 
that  be  euer  thrystynge  after  other  mennes  goodes  *  *  •  less  the  f auoure 
both  of  Qod  and  man,  and  ar  called  of  euery  man  eztorcioners,  bryben,  pollers 
and  pieUers,  deuourers  of  widowes  houses." 

And  in  the  Instruction  of  Prayer,  on  the  Fourth  Petition,  "But  they  that 
delyght  in  superfluitie  of  gorgyous  apparel  and  deynty  fare  *  *  *  oommenly 
do  deceai]6  the  nedye,  brybe,  and  pyle  from  them." 

f  Etymologists  of  the  Celtic  school  afOrm  that  so  Id  at  is  from  the  Celtic 
flouldar,  a  feudal  vassal  bound  to  military  service,  and  from  soldat  they 
derive  the  French  solde  and  solder,  andtheGerman  Sold,  besolden; 
that  is,  they  find  the  origin  of  a  group  of  words  to  every  one  of  which  the  notion 
of  pay  is  fundamental,  in  a  word  the  proper  sense  of  which  excludes  that  no- 
tion, for  the  very  essence  of  feudal  obligation  is  that  it  requires  serrioe  wWunU 
pay.  Lucus  It  non  lucendo. 
10 
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of  arms  is  held  to  be  favorable  to  the  development  of  those  gen- 
erous and  heroic  traits  of  character  which,  more  than  any  of  the 
gentler  virtues,  have  in  all  ages  excited  the  admiration  of  men. 
Hence,  since  standing  armies,  composed  of  troops  who  serve  for 
pay,  have  afforded  to  military  men  the  means  of  a  systematic  pro- 
fessional training,  indnding  the  r^olar  cultivation  of  the  traits 
in  question,  we  habitually  ascribe  to  the  soldier  qualities  precisely 
the  reverse  of  those  which  we  connect  with  the  tunnBhvrdmg  and 
mercenary y  and  though  the  words  are  the  etymological  equivalents 
of  each  otiier,  eotdier  has  become  a  peculiarly  honorable  designar 
tion,  while  hvrelmg  and  meroerux/ry  are  employed  only  in  an 
offensive  sense. 

We  may  find  in  the  cognate  languages  examples  of  changes  of 
meaning  dependent  upon  the  same  principles  as  these  illustra- 
tions. Among  the  articles  of  merchandise  supplied  to  the  popu- 
lation of  Denmark  and  Norway  by  the  Hanse  towns,  during  the 
commercial  monopoly  they  so  long  enjoyed,  one  of  the  most  im« 
portant  was  common  pepper,  and  the  clerks  in  the  Hanse  trading 
factories  in  the  Scandinavian  seaports  were  popularly  called 
V B\}Qr%Y Bu^Q y  pepper-boye.  By  the  general  regulations  of 
the  Hanse  towns,  these  clerks  were  obliged  to  remain  unmarried, 
and  hence  Pebersvend,  pepper-boy,  became,  and  still  is,  the 
regular  Danish  word  for  dngle-many  or  old  bachelor. 

The  herring-fishery  was  long  the  most  lucrative  branch  of  the 
maritime  industry  of  Holland,  and  was  the  means  by  which  a 
large  number  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  country  acquired  their 
livelihood.  Nering,— German  J^Tahrung,  in  Dutch  signi- 
fies properly  nourishment,  sustenance,  and,  figuratively,  the  busi- 
ness or  occupation  by  which  men  earn  their  bread.  The  import- 
ance of  the  pursuit  of  which  we  have  just  spoken  made  it  em- 
phatically the  nering,  or  vocation  of  the  Dutch  seamen,  and 
ter  nering  varen  means  to  go  on  a  fishing-cruise.  The 
common  English  and  American  designation  of  bookselling  and 
booksellers  as  iJie  trade  is  a  similar  instance. 

The  Greek  ^vffrrjpiov  meant  originally  the  secret  doctrines 
and  ceremonies  connected  with  the  worship  of  particular  divini- 
ties. In  the  Middle  Age"",  the  most  difficult  and  delicate  processes 
of  many  of  the  mechanical  arts  were  kept  religiously  secret,  and 
hence  in  all  the  countries  of  Europe  those  arts  were  themselves 


Lbct.  XL]  EXHAUSTION  OF  W0BD8.  219 

called  myaterieSj  as  mechanical  trades  still  are  in  the  dialect  of 
the  English  law.  Thus,  when  a  boy  is  apprenticed  to  a  tanner  or 
a  shoe-maker,  the  legal  instroment,  or  indenture,  by  which  he  is 
bound,  stipulates  that  he  shall  be  taught  the  art  and  mystery  of 
tanning  or  shoe-making.  Afterwards,  mystery  came  to  designate, 
in  conmaon  speech,  any  r^ular  occupation,  so  that  a  man's  mys- 
tery was  his  trade,  his  employment,  the  profession  by  which  he 
earned  his  bread,*  and  as  men  are  most  obviously  classed  and 
characterized  by  their  habitual  occupations,  the  question  which  so 
often  occurs  in  old  English  writers,  ^  What  mister  wight  is  that  ? ' 
means,  what  is  that  man's  employment,  and,  consequently,  condi- 
tion in  life?  What  manner  of  man  is  he?  In  French,  the  word 
has  had  a  different  history.  From  mysterium,  in  the  sense 
of  a  trade  or  art,  comes  metier,  of  tiie  same  si^ufication,  and 
because,  in  certain  provinces,  the  art  of  weaving  was  the  most  im- 
portant and  gainful  of  the  mechanic  arts,  first  weaving,  and  then 
the  implement  by  which  it  is  exercised,  received  by  way  of  excel- 
lence the  name  metier,  which  now  signifies  a  2ot>97ibt 

*  In  youthe  he  lemed  hadde  a  good  misteie. 
He  was  a  wel  good  wright,  a  carpenteie. 

ProL  to  Canterlmiy  Tales. 

t  This  etymology  seems  to  me  more  probable  than  the  usual  one,  which  de- 
rives m^!^^  and  m6tier  from  the  Latin  ministerium,  because  the  n  in 
ministerium  is  radical,  and  in  such  combinations  is  generally,  though  in- 
deed not  universaUy,  retained  in  French  and  English  derivatives.  The  earliest 
instance  I  have  met  with  of  the  use  of  this  word  in  English,  (or  semi-Saxon,) 
is  in  the  extracts  from  the  Rule  of  Nuns  in  the  Reliquse  AntiqusB,  vol.  U. ,  p.  2 : 
"Marthe  meatikT  is  to  fede  povre,"  where  indeed  the  sense  favors  the  deriva 
tion  from  ministerium.  The  old  French  and  English  maUMe^  craft,  art, 
fldenoe,  probably  from  the  Latin  magister  (magisterium)  ^sAmUier, 
resemble  each  other  in  use  and  meaning,  and  the  three  words,  miiter,  maistrie, 
and  myitery  are  so  nearly  alike  in  form,  that  they  might  readily  be  confounded 
in  signiflcation.  The  Spanish  menester,  need  or  necessity,  is  doubtless 
from  ministerium,  and  the  English  mister^  used  in  that  sense,  must  prob- 
ably be  referred  to  the  same  soiurce,  but  the  signification  of  neeesn'ty  is  so  re- 
mote from  that  of  oceupaUon,  that  it  seems  more  reasonable  to  adopt  a  separate 
etymology  for  each.  HalliweU  even  derives  mutery  or  mystery  in  the  sense  of 
an  occupation,  from  mitter.  The  Portuguese  mestre  has  been  adopted  into 
Hindofltanee  in  the  form  nUstri,  in  the  sense  of  di  foreman,  especially  as  applied 
to  a  mason  or  bricklayer  ;  and  in  the  business  accounts  of  European  overseers 
hi  India  it  has  passed  into  myatery. 

Few  words  have  undergone  greater  and  more  varied  changes  of  meaning 
than  the  Latin  species.    Species  is  derived  from  specie,  an  old  verli 
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I  have  alluded  to  the  remarkable  fact,  that  word%  like  materia] 
Bubstances,  are  changed,  worn-out,  exhausted  of  their  meaning, 
and  at  last  rendered  quite  unserviceable,  by  long  use.  To  this 
law,  both  their  form  and  their  signification  are  subject  In  here 
speaking  of  form,  I  do  not  refer  to  grammatical  changes  of  end- 
ing and  inflections,  which  will  be  the  subject  of  future  lectures^ 
and  which  are  in  a  great  measure  due  to  other  causes,  but  to 
modifications  produced  by  that  negligence  of  treatment  which  is 
the  result  of  close  familiarity  with  any  object*  Examples  of 
this  are  the  abbreviated  and  otherwise  mutilated  pet  names,  by 
which  servants,  children,  and  intimate  associates  are  called.  It 
may  be  laid  down  as  a  general  rule,  that  words  most  frequently 
employed  are  hastily  and  carelessly  pronounced,  and  that,  in  in.* 
fleeted  languages,  they  are,  with  very  few  exceptions,  irr^ular  in 
form.  In  thU  way  often  grows  up  a  dictinotion  between  thi» 
written  and  the  spoken  languages,  which,  in  some  cases,  is 


mmm 


signifying,  I§ee.  Species,  then,  is  that  which  is  seen,  the  visible  form  of 
an  object,  "  havynge  sothli  the  ipice  [or  licnease]  of  pite,  forsothe  denyinge  the 
vertu  of  it."  (Wyd.,  2.  Tim.  iii.  5.)  But  things  are  known  and  distinguished 
most  frequently  by  their  visible  forms,  and  related  things  have  like  forms. 
Hence,  among  other  senses,  species  acquired  that  of  kind,  or  natural  class, 
which  is  its  present  most  usual  import  It  was  then  popularly  applied  to  desig- 
nate the  different  kinds  or  classes  of  merchandise,  and  as  the  drugs,  perf  umet» 
and  condiments  of  the  East  were  the  most  important  articles  of  merchan- 
dise, they  were  called,  par  excellence,  species,  spezie  in  Italian,  Apices 
in  French,  spices  in  English,  and  an  apothecary  is  still  termed  speziale  in 
Italy,  his  shop  a  spezieria,  his  drugs  spezierie.  Again,  species  is 
the  visible  form  of  a  thing,  as  distinguished  from  that  which  symbolically,  or 
conventionally,  represents  it,  and  hence,  when  notes  of  governments,  banks,  ct 
individuals  were  brought  into  use  as  representatives  of  numeif,  payments  in 
actual  coin  were  said  to  be  payments  in  specie,  in  contradistinction  from 
payments  in  the  conventional  equivalent  of  money,  and  specie  now  means  gold 
and  silver  coin. 

It  is  curious  that  when  spezie,  the  common  term  for  different  kinds  of 
merchandise,  was  restricted  in  Italy  to  drugs  and  spices,  as  the  most  important 
of  them,  genereorgenero  (Latin  g  e  n  u  s),  a  group  or  assemblage  of  speoie$t 
took  its  place  as  a  general  designation  of  vendible  wares,  and  is  now  used  f oi 
goods,  as  generi  coloniali,  colonial,  or  as  we  say.  West  India  goods. 

*  The  many  changes  of  form  which  the  Latin  senior,  elder,  has  undergone, 
are  no  doubt  due  to  this  negligence.  Neapolitan,  8i,  (query,  Arabic  Sidif)  ^ 
Genoese,  Scio;  Tuscan,  8er;  N.  Italy,  Gnor,  Sior;  French,  Seigneur,  Sieur, 
Bire;  English,  Sire,  sir;  Catalan,  En,  n\  fem,  na.  See  also  the  various  forms 
in  Italian  of  the  Latin  mnum  (Gr.  oLvo^),  vino,  vin,  m,  ino,  i. 
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flo  far  that  the  formal  roles  of  pronunciation  observed  by  the  best 
speakers  in  oonversation,  and  in  reading  or  in  set  discourse,  are  so 
difCerent  as  ahnost  to  amount  to  a  difference  of  dialect,  and  while 
he  who  reads  as  he  speaks  would  shook  by  the  vulgarity,  another, 
who  speaks  as  he  reads,  would  scarcely  less  offend  the  hearer  by 
the  x^edantic  formality  of  his  enunciation.  In  English,  a  distinc- 
tion of  this  sort  is  not  obligatory,  but  tolerated,  and  it  is  very  com- 
monlji  practised,  though,  among  educated  persons,  not  to  such  an 
extent  as  in  some  of  the  Oontinental  languages.  Thus,  donH  is 
very  oonunonly  used  for  do  notj  and,  by  careless  speakers,  even 
for  does  not;  PU  and  you^U^  Fd  and  you^d^  for  IwiUy  you  wiU^ 
I%Dould  and  you  wmld;  isn%  aren%  haven%  and  toon%  for  is 
noij  ar§  notj  have  not^  and  loill  noL  Indeed,  we  too  often  hear, 
in  the  conversation  of  persons  from  whom  we  have  a  right  to  ex- 
pect better  thingS)  such  sad  distortions  of  words  as  homU  and  aviU, 
and  I  am  sony  to  say  that  Charles  Lamb  has  even  committed  this 
last  transgression  in  writing,  in  one  of  his  familiar  letters  to  Cole- 
ridge. So  long  as  departures  from  grammatical  propriety  of 
speech  are  merely  allowable  colloquialisms,  not  recognized  changes 
in  the  normal  form  of  words,  they  come  rather  within  the  juris- 
diction of  social  authority ;  they  are  questions  of  manner,  like  the 
00t  phrases  of  complimentary  salutation,  and  not  entitled  to  con- 
sideration as  exemplifications  of  the  law  of  progress  and  revolu- 
tion to  which  all  human  language  is  subject.  Such  licenses  of 
speech  rest  on  no  ascertainable  principle.  I  shall,  therefore,  not 
inquire  into  their  essential  linguistic  character,  or  the  extent  to 
which  they  may  be  indulged  in  without  infringing  the  laws  of 
good  taste,  and  I  will  dismiss  them  with  the  simple  remark  that 
they  are  substantially  corruptions  of  language,  and  therefore  to 
be  employed  as  sparingly  as  possible. 

The  changes  of  signification  which  words  undergo,  in  all  lan- 
guages, from  mere  exhaustion  by  use,  form  a  far  more  extensive 
and  important  subject.  "Jtfames  and  words,"  says  Robertson, 
^^soon  lose  their  meaning.  In  the  process  of  years  and  centuries, 
the  meaning  dies  off  them,  like  the  sunlight  from  the  hiUs.  The 
hills  are  there,  the  color  is  gone."  It  is  melancholy  to  refiect  that 
such  changes  in  the  signification  of  words  are  almost  always  for 
the  worse.  A  word  unfamiliar  and  dignified  in  one  century,  be- 
comes common  and  indifferent  in  the  next^  trivial  and  contempt- 
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ible  in  a  third,^  and  this  degradation  of  meaning  is  too  often  con< 
nected  with  a  moral  decline  in  the  people,  if  it  does  not  flow  from 
it.  '^  That  decay  in  the  meaning  of  words,''  observes  the  same 
admirable  sermonizer  whom  I  have  jnst  quoted,  ^^ihat  lowering 
of  the  standard  of  the  ideas  for  which  they  stand,  is  a  certain 
mark  [of  the  decay  of  elevated  national  feeling].  The  debase- 
ment of  a  language  is  a  sure  mark  of  the  debasement  of  a  nation ; 
the  insincerity  of  a  language  of  the  insincerity  of  a  nation ;  for  a 
time  comes  when  words  no  longer  stand  for  Uiings ;  when  names 
are  given  for  the  sake  of  a  euphonious  sound;  and  when  titles 
are  but  the  epithets  of  an  unmeaning  courtesy." 

The  thorough  investigation  of  the  principles  of  these  changes 
would  require  moro  of  psychological  discussion,  and  a  more  ab- 
struse vein  of  argument,  than  can  fitly  find  place  in  a  series  of 
unmethodical  and  unscientific  discourses,  and  I  shall  content  m.7- 
self  with  offering  a  couple  of  familiar  illustrations,  which  may  of 
themselves  suggest  important  principles  of  language  in  its  relation 
to  ethics,  without  attempting  to  expound  them.  Let  us  take  the 
adjective  respectable.  Respectable  was  originally — and  in  French, 
to  the  honor  of  that  nation,  still  is — a  term  of  high  commendar 
tion,  and  was  scarcely  inferior  in  force,  though  not  precisely 
equivalent  in  signification,  to  adndrable  in  our  present  use  of  that 
word.  At  a  later  period  it  implied  an  inferior  degree  of  worth, 
little  above  mediocrity,  and  now,  with  reference  to  intellect  and 
morality,  it  has  come  to  mean  barely  not  contemptible,  while, 
popularly,  it  is  applied  to  every  man  whose  pecuniary  means  raise 
him  above  the  necessity  of  manual  drudgery.  Thus,  in  a  cele- 
brated criminal  trial  in  England,  when  a  witness  was  lEusked  why 
he  applied  the  epithet  to  a  person  of  whom  he  had  spoken  as  a 
^^respectable  man,"  he  said  it  was  because  he  kept  a  horse  cund 

9^9'  

*  That  a  word  does  sometimes  grow,  instead  of  decline,  in  dignity,  most  be 
inferred  from  Gray's  criticism  of  a  line  in  Beattie's  Minstrel :  "  The  pomp  of 
groves,  the  garniture  of  fields."  Gray  says  of  the  whole  stanza:  "This  is 
true  poetry ;  it  is  inspiration  ;  only  there  is  one  blemish ;  the  word  garniture 
suggesting  an  idea  of  dreas,  and,  what  is  worse,  of  French  dress."  For  some 
reason  or  other,  perhaps  from  the  very  use  made  of  it  here  by  the  poet,  no 
such  trivial  association  is  now  connected  with  this  word. 

Ohi  sa  che  moUe  di  qtieste  odi&me  bcuieeu  un  di  nan  tiano  steUe,  See  Davaib 
zati's  Letters,  pp.  17, 18, 19. 
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So  the  mnch  abused  term  genUemcm.  This  word  originally 
meant,  and  still  does  in  the  French  from  which  we  borrowed  it, 
not,  as  Webster  supposes,  a  genUe  or  gented  man,  but  a  man 
bom  of  a  noble  family,  or  gens,  as  it  was  called  in  Latin. 
Persons  of  this  rank  usually  possessed  means  to  maintain  an  out- 
ward show  of  superior  elegance,  and  leisure  to  cultivate  the  graces 
of  social  life,  so  that  in  general  they  were  distinguished  above  the 
laboring  classes  by  a  more  prepossessing  exterior,  greater  refine- 
ment of  manners,  and  a  more  tasteful  dress.  As  their  wealth 
and  legal  privileges  diminished  with  the  increasing  power  and 
affluence  of  the  citizens  of  the  trading  towns,  there  was  a  gradual 
approximation,  in  both  social  position  and  civil  rights,  between 
the  poorer  gentlemen  and  the  richer  burgesses,  until  at  last  they 
were  distinguished  by  nothing  but  family  names,  as  indicative 
of  higher  or  lower  origin.  The  term  gerUlemcm  was  now  ap- 
pUed,  indiscriminately,  to  all  persons  who  kept  up  the  state  and 
observed  the  social  forms  which  had  once  been  the  exclusive 
characteristics  of  elevated  rank.  Theoretically,  elegance  of  man- 
ner and  attainment  in  the  Uberal  arts  should  imply  refinement  of 
taste,  generosity  of  spirit,  nobleness  of  character,  and  these  were 
regarded  as  the  moral  attributes  specially  belonging  to  those  pos- 
sessed of  the  outward  tokens  by  which  t^e  rank  was  recognized. 
The  advancement  of  democratic  principles  in  England  and  Amer- 
ica has  made  rapid  progress  in  abolishing  artificial  distinctions  of 
aU  sorts.  Every  man  claims  for  himself,  and  popular  society 
allows  to  him,  tibe  right  of  selecting  his  own  position,  and  conse- 
quently in  those  countries  every  man  of  decent  exterior  and  be- 
havior assumes  to  be  a  gentleman  in  manners  and  in  character, 
and  in  the  ordinary  language  of  life  \a  both  addressed  and  de- 
scribed as  such. 

It  is  much  to  the  credit  of  England,  that  popular  opinion  in  a 
remote  age  attached  higher  importance  to  the  moral  than  to  the 
material  possessions  of  the  gentleman,  and  accordingly  we  find 
that  as  early  as  the  reign  of  Edward  HI.,  the  word  had  already 
acquired  the  meaning  we  now  give  it,  when  we  apply  to  it  the 
best  and  highest  sense  of  which  it  is  susceptible.  In  Chaucer'a 
Romaunt  of  the  Rose  there  occurs  a  passage  well  illustrating  tliis 
feeling,  and  it  is  worth  remarking  that  the  original  Roman  de  la 
Rose,  of  which  Chaucer's  Romaunt  is  an  admirable  but  improved 
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Thb  advocates  of  the  theory  which  regards  language  as  wholly 
arbitrary,  artificial,  and  conventional,  as  a  thing  of  human  inven- 
tion, not  of  divine  origin  or  of  spontaneons  growth,  may  find  in 
its  mutability  a  specious,  though  by  no  means  a  conclusive,  argu- 
ment in  support  of  that  doctrine.  For  things  organic,  products 
of  the  laws  of  nature,  tend  altogether  to  the  repetition  of  their 
typical  forms.  If  changed  at  all  in  sensible  characteristics,  the 
process  of  their  transformation  is  extremely  slow,  and  they  ex- 
hibit a  perpetual  inclination  to  revert  to  tie  priildtive  ty^  as 
often  asTdistn^bing  or  modifying  influenc^  are  ^^^ 
or  even  weakened  in  their  action.  Human  contrivances,  institu- 
tions, systems,  on  the  contrary,  are  subject  to  incessant  change, 
nor  have  they  any  inherent  tendency  to  return  to  the  original 
form,  but  as  they  recede  from  the  starting-point,  they  continu- 
ally diverge  more  and  more  widely  from  the  initial  direction. 
The  physical  characteristics  of  animal  races,  and  of  the  sponta- 
neous vegetable  products  of  the  soil,  are  constant,  so  long  as  they 
remain  unmixed  in  descent,  and  subject  to  the  same  qlimatic  and 
nutritive  influences.  But  in  the  progress  of  centuries,  man's 
laws,  his  institutions  and  modes  of  life,  all,  in  short,  that  is  es- 
sentially of  his  invention  or  voluntary  adoption,  and  especially 
his  language,*  undergo  such  radical  revolutions  that  little  appar- 
ently remains  to  attest  his  relationship  to  his  remote  progenitors. 

*  One  of  the  most  important  changes  in  any  language  historically  known*  ia 
that  by  which  English  rid  itself  of  grammatical  gender,  and  was  thus  trans- 
ferred to  a  new  class  not  before  known  in  European  philology.    This  freedom 
from  grammatical  gender  is  now  perhaps  its  most  striking  characteristic. 
(22&) 
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But  the  kw  of  adherence  and  return  to  original  type,  if  not 
confined  to  lower  organisms,  is  greatly  restricted  in  its  apph'ca- 
tion  to  more  elevated  races  and  forms.    Man  himself,  the  most 
exalted  of  earthly  existences,  seems  almost  wholly  exempt  from 
its  operation,  and  the  varieties  of  his  external  structure,  once  es- 
tablished, perpetuate  themselves  with  Uttle  discoverable  inclina- 
tion to  revert  to  any  known  common  and  primitive  model  of  the 
species.    Man's  language  is  higher  than  himself,  more  spiritual, 
more  ethereal,  and  still  less  subject  than  his  physical  frame  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  laws  of  material  nature.    We  have  therefore 
no  right  to  expect  to  find  speech  returning  to  primeval  unity, 
tmtil  the  realization  of  those  dreams  which  predict  the  complete 
subjugation  of  material  nature,  the  consequent  equalization,  or  at 
least  compensation,  of  her  gifts  to  different  portions  of  the  earth's 
surface,  the  perfectibility  of  man,  and  his  union  in  one  great  uni- 
versal commonwealth.    There  are,  however,  well-ascertained  facts 
vrhich  seem  to  show  that  words,  with  all  their  mutability,  are 
still  subject  to  a  law  of  reversion  like  other  products  of  material 
life,  and  if  the  distinction  which  many  grammarians  make  be- 
tween technically  modem  and  ancient  languages  is  well  founded, 
and  if  the  common  tendencies  ascribed  to  the  former  are  inherent 
and  not  accidental,  we  must  refer  them  to  the  operation  of  a  prin- 
ciple as  general  and  as  imperative  as  that  by  which  the  double- 
fiowers  of  our  gardens  are  brought  back  to  theii*  original  sim- 
plicity of  structure,  by  neglect  and  self-propagation.*    But  it  is 
as  yet  too  early  to  pronounce  upon  the  ultimate  form  of  language, 
and  we  are  hardly  better  able  to  foresee  what  centuries  may  bring 
forth  in  the  character  of  speech,  than  to  prophesy  what  configu- 
ration of  surface  and  what  forms  of  animal  life  will  mark  our 
earth  in  future  geological  periods.     Modes  of  verbal  modifica- 
tion, mutations  of  form,  indeed,  we  can  readily  trace  back  so  far 
as  written  memorials  exist,  and  the  course  of  change  is  sometimes 
BO  constant  for  a  certain  period,  that  we  can  predict,  with  some 
confidence,  what  phase  a  given  living  language  will  next  present 
These  observations,  however,  respect  more  particularly  the  syntax, 
the  inflections,  the  proportions  of  native  and  foreign  roots,  and 
other  general  characteristics  of  speech.     Special  changes  of  vo- 

•  See  Lecture  xvii. 
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cabnlarj  can  frequently  be  explained  after  they  hare  once  hap 
pened,  bnt  very  seldom  foretold,  and  words  sometimes  disappear 
altogether  and  are  lost  forever,  or,  like  some  stars^  saddenlj  rise 
again  to  view,  and  resume  their  old  place  in  both  literature  azid 
the  colloquial  dialect,  without  any  discoverable  cause  for  either 
their  occultation  or  their  emergence.  The  only  portion  of  the 
English  vocabulary  that  can  be  said  to  be  altogether  stable  consists 
of  those  Saxon  words  which  describe  the  arts  and  modes  of  life 
common  to  all  ages  and  countries,  the  specific  names  of  natural 
products  whose  character  is  unchanging,  and  of  their  parts  and 
m^nbers,  and  those  also  of  the  natural  wants  and  universal  ])a8- 
sions  of  man.  The  nomenclature  of  the  more  refined  arts  and 
professions,  and,  in  general,  the  alien  words  which  have  entered 
into  the  language  of  literature  and  polished  society,  are,  on  the 
other  hand,  subject,  not  indeed  like  native  words  to  a  law  of  de- 
velopment and  growth,  but  to  perpetual  change,  frequent  rise 
and  decay. 

I  alluded  on  a  former  occasion  to  the  conservative  influence  of 
our  great  writers,  and  especially  of  the  standard  translation  of  the 
Bible.  The  dialect  of  that  translation  belongs  to  an  earher  phase 
of  the  language,  and  it  far  more  resembles  the  English  of  the 
century  preceding  than  that  of  its  own  contemporary  literature. 
Kevertheless,  of  the  somewhat  fewer  than  six  thousand  words  it 
contains,  scarcely  two  hundred  are  now  in  any  sense  obsolete  or 
substantially  altered  in  meaning,  whereas  most  of  the  new  or  un- 
familiar words  which  it  sanctioned  have  fairly  established  them- 
selves in  our  general  vocabulary,  in  spite  of  tlie  attacks  which 
have  been  so  often  made  and  repeated  against  them.  It  would, 
however,  not  be  fair  to  compare  the  language  of  the  English  Bi» 
ble  with  the  dialect  of  the  present  day  by  the  individual  words 
alone.  The  real  dijBEerence  is  not  wholly  in  single  words,  not 
even  in  the  meaning  of  them  separately  considered,  but  also  in 
combinations  of  words,  phraseological  expressions,  idioms,  or 
rather  idiotisms.  The  translators  of  1611  borrowed  many  of 
these  from  older  versions,  whose  dialect  was  going  out  of  use, 
and  they  now  constitute  the  portion  of  the  authorized  Bible, 
which  must  be  regarded  as  obsolescent.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
expression  "  much  people."  This  was  once  grammatically  correct, 
for  the  following  reasons:  People  Bud  folky  (as  weU  as  the  Saxon 
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eqnivalent  of  the  latter,  folc,)  in  the  singular  form,  usually 
meant,  in  Old-English,  a  political  state,  or  an  ethnologieally  rela- 
ted body  of  men,  considered  as  a  unit,  in  short  a  nation,  and  both 
people  and  folk  took  the  plural  form  when  used  in  a  plural  sense^ 
jnst  as  nation  now  does.  Nation  is  indeed  f  onnd  in  the  Wydiffite 
versions,  but  it  rarely  occnrs,  sjidjmple  or  folk  in  the  singular, 
puplis  iixAfoUds  in  the  plural,  are  generally  used  where  we  now 
employ  naiUona.  In  Tyndale's  time,  nation  had  come  into  mors 
general  nse,  while  people  was  losing  its  older  signification,  and 
was  eddom  employed  in  a  plural  sense,  stiU  more  rarely  in  a  pin. 
ral  form.  In  the  translation  of  1611,  I  believe  the  plural  is 
found  bnt  twice,  both  instances  of  its  occurrence  being  in  the 
Kevelation.  Ma/ny  is  essentially  plural,  and  there  is  a  syntactical 
solecism  in  applying  it  to  a  noun  which  itself  does  not  admit  of  a 
][dnraL  While  therefore  the  word  was  hovering  between  the 
flense  of  nation,  which  may  be  multiplied,  and  that  of  an  aggrega- 
tion of  persons,  which  may  be  divided,  it  was  natural,  and  at  the 
same  time  syntactically  right,  to  say  rnrnh^  rather  than  many^ 
people.  King  James's  translators,  in  this  as  in  many  other  points, 
employed  the  language  of  the  preceding  century,  not  of  their 
own ;  for  in  the  secular  literature  of  their  MmQ  people  had  settled 
down  into  its  present  signification,  and  conformed  to  modem 
grammatical  usage. 

An  examination  of  the  vocabulary  of  Shakespeare  wiU  show 
that  out  of  the  fifteen  thousand  words  which  compose  it,  not  more 
than  about  five  or  six  hundred  have  gone  out  of  currency  or 
changed  their  meaning,  and  of  these,  some,  no  doubt,  are  mis- 
prints, some,  borrowed  from  obscure  provincial  dialects,  and  some, 
words  for  which  there  is  no  other  authority,  and  which  proba- 
bly never  were  recognized  as  English. 

In  the  poetical  works  of  Milton,  who  employs  about  eight 
thousand  words,  there  are  not  more  than  one  hundred  which  are 
not  as  familiar  at  this  day,  as  in  that  of  the  poet  himself.  In  fact, 
scarcely  any  thing  of  Milton's  poetic  diction  has  become  obsolete, 
except  some  un-English  words  and  phrases  of  his  own  coinage,  and 
which  failed  to  gain  admittance  at  all.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
less  celebrated  authors  of  the  same  period,  including  Milton  him- 
self as  a  prose  writer,  employ,  not  hundreds,  but  thousands  at 
words,  utterly  unknown  to  all  save  the  few  who  occupy  them- 
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selves  with  the  study  of  the  earlier  literatnre  of  England.  One 
might  almost  say  that  the  little  volume  of  Bacon's  Essays  alone 
contains  as  large  a  number  of  words  and  phrases  no  longer  em- 
ployed in  our  language,  as  the  whole  of  Milton's  poetical  works.* 
English,  composed  as  it  is  of  inharmonious  and  jarring  elements, 
is^  more  than  any  other  important  tongue,  exposed  to  perpetual 
change  from  the  fermentation  of  its  yet  unassimilated  ingredients, 
and  it  therefore  has  always  needed,  and  still  needs,  more  powerful 
securities  and  bulwarks  against  incessant  revolution  than  other 
languages  of  less  heterogeneous  composition.  The  three  great  liter- 
ary monuments,  the  English  Bible,  Shakespeare,  and  Milton,  fixed 
the  syntax  of  the  sacred  and  the  secular  dialects  in  the  forms  which 
they  had  already  taken,  and  perpetuated  so  much  of  the  vocabu- 
lary as  entered  into  their  composition.  It  is  true  there  are  Con- 
tinental authors  of  the  seventeenth  century,  Pascal  for  instance, 
whose  style  and  diction  are  as  far  from  being  antiquated  as  those 
of  the  English  classics  I  have  mentioned.  Doubtless  the  great  liter- 
ary merits  of  Pascal,  and  the  profound  interest  of  the  subjects  he 
discusses,  did  much  to  give  fixedness  and  stability  to  the  dialect 
which  serves  as  the  vehicle  of  his  keen  satire  and  powerful  reason- 
ing, but  we  cannot  ascribe  to  him  so  great  a  conservative  infiu- 
ence  as  to  the  master-pieces  of  English  literature,  because,  though 
French  shares  in  the  general  causes  of  linguistic  change  which  are 
conmion  to  all  Christendom,  it  has  not  the  same  special  tenden- 

*  Notwithstanding  the  multitude  of  new  words  and  recent  corruptions  which 
we  have  engrafted  upon  the  English  tongue,  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  the 
general  dialect  of  intelligent  persons  in  this  country  is  more  archaic  than  that 
of  the  corresponding  classes  in  England ;  and  I  ascribe  this  to  the  universal 
habit  of  reading,  and  especially  to  the  familiarity  of  the  Puritans  with  the 
English  Scriptures.  Certainly,  no  American  editor  of  Bacon's  Essays  would 
think  it  necessary,  or  even  respectful  to  the  understanding  of  his  readers,  to 
inform  them,  as  Archbishop  Whately  (at  the  suggestion  of  a  friend)  has  done, 
that  vocation  means  calling,  state  of  life,  and  duties  of  the  embraced  profession ; 
diverse,  different ;  poesy,  poetry  ;  contrarymse*  on  the  contrary  ;  whit,  the  least 
degree,  the  smallest  particle ;  fume,  exhalation  ;  straightway^,  immediately;  ere, 
before ;  to  handle  a  subject,  to  treat  of,  or  discuss  it ;  to  marvel,  to  wonder  at. 

It  would  be  easy  to  make  out  an  interesting  list  of  obsolete  phrases,  for  the 
disuse  of  which  it  would  be  difficult  to  account.  For  instance,  we  stiU  say, 
catch  a  cold,  but  no  one  in  England  or  America  would  now  say,  catch  a  Tieat^ 
though  in  the  time  of  Holinshed  the  latter  phrase  was  equally  good  English 
with  the  former. 
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cies  to  fluctuation  as  our  more  composite  speech.  Such,  in  fact, 
was  the  unstable  character  of  English  during  the  century  which 
preceded  Shakespeare,  that,  but  for  the  influence  of  the  Beformsr 
tion  and  of  the  three  great  lodestars  we  have  been  considering,  it 
would  probably  have  become,  before  our  time,  rather  Somance 
than  Gothic  in  its  vocabulary,  as  well  as  much  less  Saxon  in  its 
syntax. 

The  operation  of  the  numerous  causes  which  contribute  to  the 
introduction  of  new  words  into  a  given  language,  is  generally 
sufficiently  palpable.  Wherever  a  new  expression  is  suited  to  per- 
form the  office  and  take  the  place  of  an  older  one,  the  disappear- 
ance of  the  latter  is  easily  accounted  for.  But  there  are  numer- 
ous instances  in  the  history  of  speech,  where  not  single  words  only, 
but  whole  classes  of  them,  suddenly  drop  out  of  the  vocabulary 
and  are  heard  no  more.  When  an  event  of  this  sort  is  connected 
with  changes  in  the  processes  by  which  particular  ends  are  accom- 
plished, the  old  words  are  commonly  supplied  by  new,  so  that  the 
whole  number  is  kept  substantially  good ;  but  when,  on  the  other 
hand,  particular  arts  cease  altogether  to  be  practised,  or  pass  out 
of  the  domestic  circle,  where  the  whole  household  more  or  less 
takes  part  in  them,  into  the  hands  of  large  mechanical  establish- 
ments, and  become  associate  and  organized,  not  individual  occupar 
tions,  tiieu-  nomenclature  perishes  with  them,  or  is  restricted  to 
the  comparatively  narrow  circles  which  occupy  themselves  exclu- 
sively in  their  pursuit  As  an  example  of  one  of  these  cases,  that, 
namely,  where  the  art  and  its  vocabulary  become  obsolete  together, 
I  may  mention  the  employment  of  archery,  in  war,  in  the  chase, 
or  as  a  healthful  and  agreeable  recreation.  If  you  look  into 
Ascham's  Toxophilus,  published  in  Queen  Elizabeth's  time,  or 
into  any  old  English  treatise  on  the  Military  Art,  you  wiU  find 
numerous  technical  terms  belonging  to  the  use  of  the  bow,  which 
three  hundred  years  ago  were  as  familiar  to  every  man  and  boy 
as  lock,  stock,  and  barrel  are  to  us,  but  which  have  now  completely 
vanished  out  of  the  common  language  of  life,  except  the  few  of 
them  that  have  been  retained  in  proverbs  and  poetic  similes. 
There  were  bows  of  a  great  variety  of  form  and  materials,  and  the 
manufacture  of  them  was  a  very  important  trade  by  itself.  The 
&mily  names  Bowyer  and  Archer,  the  latter  from  the  French 
ar  c ,  a  how^  are  derived  from  the  occupations  of  persons  devoted 
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to  the  making  or  the  use  of  that  weapon.''^  The  proceeses  em- 
ployed in  the  preparation  of  the  wood  by  seasoning  or  otherwise, 
and  in  the  shaping  and  decoration  of  the  bow,  were  very  numer- 
ous, and  each  had  its  appropriate  name.  The  manufacture  of 
arrows  was  a  different  trade.  The  arrow  was  as  diversijSed  in 
form  and  material  as  the  bow,  and  the  arrow-makers,  or  fletchers 
afltheywerecalledjfromtheFrench  f  Ifiche,  an omn^,  (whence 
also  the  family  name  Fletcher,)  had  as  full  a  vocabulary  as  the 
bowyers.  Then  came  the  manufacture  of  bow-strings^  of  bow- 
cases  and  quivers,  of  bracers  for  the  protection  of  the  left  arm  from 
the  grazing  of  the  string,  of  shooting-gloves,  and  other  inferior 
branches  of  art  belonging  to  the  use  of  the  bow,  all  distinct  trades, 
and  each  with  its  distinct,  separate  stock  of  technical  words.  Now, 
as  I  have  said  before,  almost  the  whole  of  this  vocabulary  is 
utterly  gone  out  of  our  common  speech,  and  the  implement,  to 
the  constructioii  and  employment  of  which  it  belonged,  having 
become  disused  altogether,  no  new  words  have  arisen  to  take  the 
place  of  those  which  have  grown  obsolete.  Fire4u-mB,  indeed, 
have  introduced  a  totally  difEerent  set  of  expressions,  but  the  bow 
and  the  musket  have  so  little  in  common,  in  form  or  use,  that  the 
word  amih  is  almost  the  only  one  that  could  be  applied  to  both. 
The  technical  expressions  connected  with  the  musket  suggest  quite 
other  ideas  than  those  belonging  to  the  dialect  of  archery ;  and, 
therefore,  the  new  phrases  cannot  be  considered  as  the  equivalents, 
or  as  occupying  the  place  of  the  old.  The  construction  of  the 
musket  is  more  difficult  than  that  of  the  bow,  and  requires  a  longer 
apprentioeship,  a  much  greater  stock  of  tools  and  mechanical  con- 
trivances, and  a  larger  capital  for  carrying  it  on ;  the  demand  for 
this  weapon  is  much  less,  because  one  gun  will  outlast  many  bows, 
and  for  all  these  reasons,  both  the  business  of  the  gunsmith,  which 
has  become  a  manufacture,  not  a  handicraft,  and  its  terms  of  art, 
are  less  familiar  to  the  people  than  were  those  of  the  bowyer  and 
the  fletcher.  Although,  therefore,  the  musket  has  brought  with 
it  many  new  words,  and  they  are  used  in  the  main  under  tiie  same 
circumstances  as  the  dialect  of  archery,  yet  so  far  as  the  copious- 
ness of  popular  English  is  concerned,  the  substitution  of  the  one 


*  I  find  that  historical  evidenoe  favors  the  derivation  of  Bowyw  from  the 
French  houti&r. 
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weapon  for  the  other  has  been  attended  not  only  with  a  great 
change,  but  with  a  considerable  loss,  in  the  daily  speech  of  the 
numerous  class  which  formerly  drew  the  bow  but  now  handle  the 
musket. 

Agam,  the  improyements  in  fire-arms  and  their  appurtenances, 
since  their  first  introduction,  have  involyed  ahnost  as  great 
changes  of  nomenclature  as  those  which  followed  their  substitu- 
tion for  the  bow.  The  forms  and  mode  of  employment  of  field 
and  siege  artillery  have  been  almost  completely  revolutionized,  and 
the  technical  terms  belonging  to  them  are  whoUy  different  from 
what  they  were  three  hundred  years  ago.  The  musket  of  the  six- 
teenth century  and  the  improved  rifle  of  the  nineteenth  differ  very 
widely  in  their  details.  In  fact,  they  have  little  in  conmion  but 
their  most  general  features,  and  the  professional  phraseologies  of 
the  hackbuteer  of  Queen  Elizabeth's  time,  and  the  sharp^ooter 
of  Queen  Yictoria's,  resemble  each  other  as  little  as  their 
weapons. 

A  large  class  of  words  belonging  to  arts  very  familiar  to  the 
last  generation  in  this  country,  but  now  no  longer  practised  in 
domestic  life,  has  become  virtually  obsolete  within  the  memory 
of  some  who  hear  me.  Let  us  take  the  vocabulary  of  American 
rural  industry,  and  consider  the  changes  which  the  advance  of 
mechanical  art,  and  the  increased  use  of  cotton,  have  produced 
within  thirty  or  forty  years  in  the  household  conversations  upon 
the  single  subject  of  family  clothing.  At  the  period  to  which  I 
refer,  the  wool  and  the  flax,  which  formed  the  raw  material  of 
the  common  dress  of  the  country,  as  well  as  of  the  tissues  employed 
for  numerous  other  purposes  in  domestic  life,  were  produced  upon 
the  homestead.  They  not  only  underwent  the  several  operations 
required  to  fit  them  for  the  dye-pot,  the  wheel,  and  the  loom,  but 
they  were  spun,  woven,  and  often  colored,  beneath  the  family  roof. 
Connected  with  all  this  industry  .there  was  an  extensive  nomen- 
clature. First  came  the  technicalities  belonging  to  the  growing 
of  fiax,  including  the  preparation  of  the  ground  and  the  seed ; 
then  the  sowing,  harvesting,  rotting,  breaking,  and  swingling 
the  plant.  These  were  outdoor  labors.  Then  followed  the 
household  toils,  the  hetchelling,  spinning,  reeling,  spooling, 
weaving,  and  dyeing  or  bleaching  of  the  cloth.  Each  of  these 
processes  had  its  appropriate  mechanical  implements,  some  ol 
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them  complicated  in  their  constmction,  and  every  step  of  the 
whole  succession  of  labors,  every  tool  and  machine,  and  each  of 
its  parts,  had  its  appropriate  name.  The  mannf  adure  of  wool, 
again,  had  its  vocabulary,  in  some  things  coincident  with,  but  in 
many  different  from,  that  employed  with  relation  to  flax ;  so  that 
the  supply  of  linen  and  woollen  doth  for  domestic  purposes  required 
the  use  of  certainly  not  less  than  two  or  three  hxmdred  tedmical 
words,  all  of  which  were  perfectly  intelligible  to  every  inhabitant 
of  the  country  districts.  The  labors  of  which  I  speak  extended 
through  the  whole  year,  and  formed  the  most  important  of  the 
industrial  functions  which  the  mistress  of  the  family  participated 
in  and  directed,  and  consequently  were  prominent  and  constant 
subjects  of  family  conversation.  Now,  the  every-day  vocabulary 
of  common  colloquial  life  does  not,  at  any  one  period,  comprise 
more  than  three  or  four  thousand  words,  and  though  some  of  the 
technical  terms  I  have  mentioned  are  still  currently  used  in  other 
applications,  yet,  for  the  most  part,  the  nomenclature  of  this  great 
bnmch  of  rural  industry  has  perished  with  the  industry  itself  .  I 
think  it  safe  to  say,  that  the  substitution  of  cotton  for  Unen,  and 
the  supply  of  tissues  by  large  manufacturing  establishments  in- 
stead of  by  domestic  labor,  have  alone  driven  out  of  use  seven  or 
eight  per  cent,  of  the  words  which  formed  the  staple  of  household 
conversation  in  the  agricultural  districts  of  the  Northern  States. 
Similar  changes  have  taken  place,  though  not  so  recently,  in  the 
domestic  dialect  of  England,  and  indeed  of  the  principal  Conti- 
nental countries.  The  domestic  manufacture  of  doths,  linens  es- 
pecially, was  by  no  means  confined  to  the  poor  in  a  somewhat 
earlier  stage  of  European  society,  and  the  words  belonging  to 
this  branch  of  industry  formed  almost  as  conspicuous  a  part  of 
the  vocabulary  of  exalted,  as  of  humble  life.  I  may  mention,  as 
a  proof  of  this,  that  in  different  languages  the  names  of  different 
implements  employed  in  spinning  have  been  adopted  in  very  ele- 
vated applications,  as  designations  of  the  female  sex,  which  seems 
to  have  appropriated  that  art  to  itself  in  all  times  and  countries. 
Tlius,  not  to  speak  of  the  phraseology  of  more  primitive  ages,  in 
modern  Danish,  the  male  and  female  lines  of  descent  and  inheri- 
tance, or  as  we  say,  the  father's  side  and  the  mother's  side,  are 
called  respectively  the  sword-side  and  the  spinning  or  spindle- 
side  ;  and  in  France,  the  Salic  law,  which  excludes  women  from 
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the  inheritance  of  the  throne,  is  popularly  expressed  by  the 
proverb  that,  "  The  crown  does  not  descend  to  the  distaff."  * 

The  words  that  have  thus  perished  have  left  no  representatives 
behind  them,  for  the  time  and  thought  once  employed  in  these 
humble  labors  are  now  devoted  to  occupations  in  no  wise  con- 
nected with  domestic  manufactures,  occupations  which  have 
brought  a  new  and  wholly  unrelated  stock  of  words  with  them. 
Music,  books,  monthly  and  weekly  periodicals,  journeys  so  much 
facilitated  by  the  increase  of  railroads  and  steamboats,  now  fill  up 
many  hours  formerly  laboriously  occupied  with  the  cares  of  house- 
hold life,  and  each  of  these  has  contributed  its  share  of  new  words 
to  enlarge  and  to  enrich  the  sphere  of  thought,  and  the  range  of 
vocabulary  belonging  to  the  productive  classes. 

Translations  from  foreign  literatures  have  introduced  great 
numbers  of  Continental  and  new  words  into  English.  All  na- 
tions have  not  only  their  proper  tongues,  but  their  characteristic 
ideas,  thoughts,  tastes,  sensibilities,  and  the  vocabulary  adapted  to 
the  embodiment  of  these  fails  to  find  equivalents  in  the  languages 
of  other  peoples.  Hence  a  translator  is  not  unf  requently  obliged 
either  to  borrow  the  foreign  word  itself,  or  to  frame,  by  compo- 
sition or  derivation,  another  more  in  accordance  with  native  mod- 
els, in  order  to  express  to  his  readers  an  intellectual  conception,  a 
taste  or  an  antipathy,  new  not  only  to  their  speech,  but  to  their 
mental  and  moral  natures. 

An  incident  which  excites  the  surprise,  or  appeals  to  the 
sympathies,  of  a  whole  people  will  often  give  a  very  general  and 
permanent  currency  to  a  new  word,  or  an  expression  not  before 
in  familiar  use.  Take  for  example  the  word  comoidence.  The 
verb  coincide  and  its  derivative  noun  are  of  rather  recent  intro- 
duction into  the  language.  They  are  not  found  in  Minshew,  and 
they  occur  neither  in  Shakespeare  nor  in  Milton,  though  they  may 
perhaps  have  been  employed  by  scientific  writers  of  aa  early  a 
date.  They  belong  to  the  language  of  mathematics,  and  were 
originally  applied  to  points  or  lines.  Thus,  if  one  mathematical 
point  be  superposed  upon  another,  or  one  straight  line  be  super- 

*  Spear-Me  and  apindU-Me  occur  in  the  will  of  Alfred  ap  designations  of 
the  male  and  female  lines.    Spimter  ia  still  used  in  English  as  a  legal  tech 
nical  word. 


'  \ 
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posed  upon  another  straight  line  between  tlie  same  two  points,  or 
if  two  lines  follow  the  same  conrse,  whatever  be  its  carve,  between 
two  points,  then,  in  the  first  case  the  two  points,  in  the  latter  two, 
the  two  lines  are  said  to  oomcide^  and  their  conformity  of  podtioiL 
is  called  their  comddenee.  In  like  maimer,  any  two  events  hap- 
pening at  the  same  period,  or  any  two  acts  or  states  b^inning 
at  the  same  moment,  and  ending  at  the  same  moment,  are  said  to 
coincide  in  time,  and  the  conjugate  noun,  coincidenc&y  is  employed 
to  express  the  fact  that  they  are  contemporaneous.  These  words 
soon  passed  into  common  use,  in  the  same  sense,  and  were  applied 
also  figuratively  to  identity  of  opinion  or  character  in  difEerent  in- 
dividuals, as  well  as  to  many  other  cases  of  dose  similarity  or  re> 
semblance,  but  they  stiU  belonged  rather  to  the  language  of  books 
and  of  science  than  to  the  daily  speech  of  common  life.  On  the 
Fourth  of  July,  1826,  the  semi-centennial  jubilee  of  the  declanir 
tion  of  American  Independence,  Thomas  Jefferson,  the  author, 
and  John  Adams,  one  of  the  signers  of  that  remarkable  manif  estOy 
both  also  ex-Presidents,  died,  and  this  concurrence  in  the  deoeaao 
of  distinguished  men  on  the  anniversary  of  so  critical  an  epoch  in 
their  lives  and  in  the  history  of  their  country  was  noticed  all  over 
the  world,  but  more  especially  in  the  United  States,  as  an  extrtr 
ordinary  coincidence.  The  death  of  Mr.  Monroe,  also  an  ex- 
President,  on  the  Fourth  of  July  a  year  or  two  after,  gave  a  new 
impulse  to  the  circulation  of  the  word  coincidenoey  and  in  this 
country,  at  least,  it  at  once  acquired,  and  still  retains,  a  far  more 
general  currency  than  it  had  ever  possessed  before.* 

The  progress  of  natural  science  and  the  discussion  of  questions 
concerning  vital  propagation  and  growth,  have  had  no  inconsider- 
able  influence  on  the  language  of  the  more  intelligent  among  ua. 
The  theory  of  Darwin  has  not  only  familiarized  us  with  the  use 
of  the  word  evolution  in  endless  applications,  but  it  has  brought 

*  Words  to  which  a  sudden  prominence  is  thus  given  are  usually  iterated 
and  re-iterated  usque  ad  nauseam.  Thus,  element,  perhaps  from  its  frequency, 
in  alchemical  books  and  conversation,  or  from  its  use  in  theological  diiciiaBion 
in  connection  with  the  doctrine  of  the  real  presence,  (elemenU  of  the  EucharisI, 
a  sense  not  noticed  by  Johnson,)  had  become  so  current,  that  the  down  in 
Twelfth  Night  objects  to  it  as  too  common. 

"I  wiU  conster  to  them  whence  you  come :  who  you  are,  and  what  you 
would,  are  out  of  my  welkin :  I  might  say  eUment;  but  the  word  is  over- 
worn."— Twelfth  Night,  Act  III.  sc.  1. 
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«uch  terms  as  homogeneityj  heUrogeneityj  etc,  which  were  formerly 
almost  entirely  confined  to  the  Yocabulary  of  science,  into  very 
general  currency.  Devdop  and  devdqpment^  and  the  ideas  they 
express,  are  now  so  common  that  it  is  hard  to  find  a  {)age  of  con- 
temporaneons  literature  without  them ;  and  their  frequent  recur- 
rence is  one  of  the  many  proofs  of  the  extent  to  which  concep- 
tions derived  from  physical  science  have  entered  into  the  gen- 
eral culture  of  our  times.  In  a  recent  report  of  a  committee  upon 
the  vegetables  exhibited  at  the  fair  of  an  agricultural  society,  I  ob- 
serve the  award  of  a  premium  to  the  grower  of  some  "  remarkar 
Uy  wOrdm^doped  squashes." 

The  discussions  at  an  important  political  assemblage,  a  few  years 
since,  gave  a  wide  circulation,  if  not  birth,  to  a  new  word,  the 
eonvenience  of  which  will  secure  it  a  permanent  place  in  the  lan- 
guage, and,  at  last,  admission  to  the  vocabulary  of  at  least  Ameri- 
can literature.  At  the  Baltimore  convention  of  1844,  which 
nominated  Mr.  Polk  for  the  Presidency,  some  excitement  was 
produced  by  alleged  attempts  to  control  the  action  of  the  conven- 
tion by  persons  not  members  of  it,  through  irregular  channels, 
and  by  irregular  means.  In  the  debate  which  arose  on  this  sub- 
ject, a  prominent  member  energetically  protested  against  all  inter- 
ference with  the  business  of  the  meeting  by  outsiders.  The  word, 
if  not  absolutely  new,  was  at  least  new  to  most  of  those  who  read 
the  proceedings  of  that  important  convention,  and  it  was  now  for 
the  first  time  employed  in  a  serious  way.  Its  convenience  seemed 
to  strike  the  public  mind  at  once,  and  as  we  have  no  other,  and 
can  have  no  better  word  than  this  genuine  Saxon  compound  to 
express  the  idea  it  conveys,  it  will  undoubtedly  maintain  itself  in 
our  vocabulary. 

Probably  most  of  the  new  words  in  any  language  grow  out  of 
the  foreign  relations  of  the  country  where  it  is  spoken,  because 
new  objects  and  new  conditions  of  society  are  more  frequently  of 
foreign  than  of  strictly  domestic  origin.  The  early  history  of  the 
English  language  is  full  of  exemplifications  of  this  principle,  and 
many  illustrations  of  its  truth  wiU  be  found  in  every  treatise  upon 
our  native  speech.  Similar  circumstances  are  producing  like 
effects  at  the  present  day.  The  American  word  immigra/ntj  for 
example,  as  opposed  to  emigrcmt^  the  one  used  with  reference  to 
the  country  to  which,  the  other  with  ref  «?ence  to  ihaA,from  which 
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the  migration  takes  place,  is  a  valuable  contribution  of  this  sort 
to  the  English  vocabulary.  It  did  not  originate  in  England,  be- 
cause, since  the  Conquest,  there  has  never  been  any  such  influx 
of  strangers  into  that  country  as  to  create  a  necessity  for  very 
specific  designations  of  them ;  but  the  immense  numbcor  of  Euro- 
peans who  have  migrated  to  the  United  States  has  given  that  dasB 
of  inhabitants  a  great  importance,  and  very  naturally  suggested  the 
expediency  of  coining  a  precise  term,  to  express  their  relations  to 
their  new  country,  corresponding  to  that  we  already  possessed  as 
applicable  to  their  relations  to  their  native  land.  Doubtless  inr 
comer  would  have  been  a  better  word,  but  that  was  objectionable, 
because  it  could  not  have  a  conjugate  of  like  formation,  for  otU- 
comer  would,  in  some  of  its  uses,  involve  a  contradiction,  and  be- 
sides, the  noun  inoomey  to  which  incomer  would  regularly  corre* 
spond,  has  a  very  different  signification.  Better  still  would  it  have 
been  to  revive  ^e  good  old  English  comtdrng^  which  was  used  by 
Robert  of  Gloucester  for  the  very  same  purpose  as  our  vmmigi'wnt^ 
and  often  occurs  in  the  Wyclifiite  translations  where  later  versions 
have  gtrcmger. 

From  this  same  root  we  have  another  very  expressive  word, 
the  boldness  of  whose  form — a  form  that  sets  at  defiance  the  ordi- 
nary rules  of  derivation — ^renders  it  still  more  appropriate  as  a 
designation  of  a  class  of  independent  thinkers,  who  pride  them- 
selves on  their  hostility  to  venerable  shams  and  their  disregard  of 
hoary  conventionalities.  I  mean  the  comeouters.  This  word  has 
not,  I  believe,  been  yet  received  into  polite  literature,  but  never- 
theless, repugnant  as  it  is  to  the  laws  of  English  etymology,  its 
thorough  Saxon  descent  makes  it  more  acceptable  to  both  tongue 
and  ear  than  such  a  word  as  enUgJUenm^erd^  which,  as  I  have  said 
before,  though  much  wanted,  has  been  hitherto  resisted  because 
of  its  mongrel  aspect. 

A  list  of  the  new  words  which  have  been  presented  for  admis- 
sion to  our  vocabulary,*  including  those  which  have  failed  of 

*  Character,  though  occurring  many  times  hi  Shakespeare,  does  not  appear 
to  have  been  very  readily  or  generally  accepted,  for  Wotton,  writing  at  least 
ten  years  after  Shakespeare's  death,  says : 

"  Now  here  then  will  lie  the  whole  businesse,  to  set  down  beforehand  certain 
Signatures  of  Hopefulnesse,  or  Oharacters  (as  I  will  rather  call  them,  because 
that  Word  hath  gotten  already  some  entertainment  among  us)."  Wotton,  A 
Surveigh  of  Education,  p.  821,  edition  of  1651. 


Xbct.  xn.]  INTRODUCTION  OF  NEW  WORDS.  239 

oecnrmg  a  reception,  would  be  both  cnrious  and  instructiye,  be- 
cause it  would  show  the  deliberate  judgment,  or  rather  the  in- 
stinctive  sense,  of  the  nation  with  respect  to  the  principles  which 
ought  to  govern  the  formation  of  native,  and  the  naturalization 
of  foreign,  vocables.  The  tendency  for  a  long  time  appears  to 
have  been  to  discourage  domestic  linguistic  manufactures,  and 
promote  the  importation  of  foreign  wares.  Here,  as  in  public 
economy  and  finance,  the  free-trade  party  is  in  the  ascendant,  but 
in  spite  of  the  foreign  influences  to  which  the  rapidly  increasing 
intercourse,  personal  and  commerdal,  between  England  and  the 
European  continent  gives  great  weight,  and  in  spite  of  the  Latin- 
izing tendencies  of  rhymed  verse,  to  which  I  shall  refer  hereafter, 
there  are  unequivocal  tokens  of  a  reaction,  and  I  have  little  doubt 
that  the  Saxon  element  will  soon  recover  some  of  the  ground  it 
has  abandoned  in  the  last  four  or  five  centuries.  Hitherto,  how- 
ever, not  much  has  been  done  in  the  way  of  reviving  lost  or  qui- 
eec^it  Saxon  roots,  and  the  fluctuations  of  the  vocabulary  have 
been  chiefly  conflned  to  the  Romance  ingredient.  Latin  words, 
like  strange  guests,  are  constantly  coming  late  and  going  early, 
while  the  native  Saxons  either  steadily  maintain  their  position, 
like  old  householders,  or  if  they  once  fall  into  f orgetfnhiess,  re- 
main long  in  a  state  of  repose ;  but  there  is  now  a  movement 
among  the  Seven  Sleepers,  and  the  future  progress  of  our  speech, 
it  may  be  hoped,  will  bring  back  to  us  many  a  verbal  Eip  Van 
Winkle. 

I  have  elsewhere  spoken  of  what  I  have  called  the  "  suspended 
animation  "  of  words,  as  one  of  the  most  singular  phenomena  of 
their  history,  and  English  philologists  have  collected  numerous 
instances  of  this  sort,  chiefly  from  the  Latin  element  of  English, 
though  there  are  not  wanting  like  cases  in  proper  Saxon  words. 
The  Saxon  adjective  recJdess  (formerly  spelled  retchle88\  for  ex- 
ample, was  in  constant  use  down  to  the  middle  of  the  sixteenth 
century,  but  when  Hooker,  writing  fifty  years  later,  employed  the 
word,  it  had  become  so  nearly  obsolete,  that  he,  or  perhaps  his 
editor,  thought  it  necessary  to  explain  its  meaning  in  a  marginal 
note.  It  has  now  been  revived,  and  is  perfectly  familiar  to  every 
English-speaking  person.*    A  couple  of  like  instances,  though 

*  The  indiflcriminate  use  of  bound,  in  the  sense  of  ready,  destined,  deter* 
mined,  which  has  recently  become  very  common  in  this  couDtry,  and  is  per 
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not  in  Saxon  words,  occur  in  a  little  vocabnlarj  which  went 
through  at  least  twelve  editions  in  the  seventeenth  century,  but 
is  now  so  completely  forgotten  as  to  be  little  known  except  to 
bibliographers.  It  is  entitled,  The  English  Dictionaries  or  an  In- 
terpreter of  Hard  English  Words,  Enabling  as  well  Ladies  and 
Gentlewomen,  young  Scholars,  Clerks,  Merchants,  as  also  Strangers 
of  any  Nation  to  the  understanding  of  the  more  difficult  Auth<H« 
alreadi  Printed  in  our  Language — ^By  Henry  Cockeram,  Gentle- 
man. 

Among  the  ^^  hard  words  "  which  make  up  Master  Cockeram's 
list,  are  the  verbs  abats  and  dbcmdon^  both  of  which  are  marked 
as  ^^now  out  of  use,  and  only  used  of  some  anci^it  writers." 
Now,  both  these  words  occur  in  the  Engh'sh  Bible,  in  Shake- 
speare and  in  Milton,  and  cAate^  as  a  term  of  art  in  law,  could 
never  have  become  obsolete  in  the  dialect  of  that  profession. 
They  are  now,  and  have  long  been,  in  v^y  current  use,  both  col- 


haps  peculiar  to  it,  is  an  instance  of  the  leyival  of  an  ohsolete  employment,  if 
not  an  obeolete  signification,  of  a  word.  In  nautical  language,  indeed,  as  in- 
dicating the  destination  of  a  ship,  it  has  been  always  in  use,  and  is  idiomatic 
and  proper,  but  the  present  extension  of  its  application  is  an  offenaive  vulgar- 
ism, and  is  further  objectionable,  because  it  is  a  confounding  of  words  which 
have  no  relation  to  each  other.  When  we  say  a  ship  is  bound  to  Cadiz,  we  are 
not  employing  the  past  participle  of  the  verb  to  bind,  but  the  Old-Northern 
participial  adjective  b li i n  n ,  from  the  verb  at  b d a ,  which  signifies,  among 
other  Uiings,  to  make  ready  or  prepare.  B  li  i  n  n  is  of  very  frequent  occur- 
rence in  Icelandic,  and  it  is  applied,  without  distinction,  either  to  ships  and 
their  company,  or  to  other  objects  and  persons,  as  expressive  of  destination,  or 
of  purpose.  It  often  corresponds  to  our  familiar  auxiliary,  going,  in  such  phrases 
as,  I  am  going  to  do  this  or  that.  The  Scandinavian  inhabitants  of  the  North 
of  England  introduced  this  word,  and  in  the  form  bown  or  boun  it  has  ever 
since  remained  in  general  use  in  the  North-English  and  Scottish  dialects ;  but 
in  English  proper,  it  has  long  been  confined  to  the  nautical  vocabulary, 
though  sometimes  figuratively  applied,  in  a  strictly  analogous  sense,  to  per- 
sons. The  modem  corruption  consists  in  employing  it  in  a  way  that  embraces 
the  significations,  both  of  the  Old-Northern  b  u  i  n  n  and  of  the  English  parti- 
ciple bound  from  birhd,  and  it  is  therefore  a  gross  abuse  of  language.  Tka 
nautical  term  wind-bound  \a  literally  bound  or  confined  by  adverse  winds,  and 
is  not  related  to  bound  as  denoting  destination.  The  Anglo-Saxon  had  a  verb 
b u  a n ,  cognate  with  the  Icelandic  at  b li a ,  but  I  believe  never  used  in  this 
particular  sense.  The  Icelandic  participle  bdinn  is  also  used  as  a  sort  of 
past  auxiliary,  much  in  the  sense  of  the  German  adjective  fertig;  as,  ek 
er  biiinn  at  skrifa,  I  have  done  writing,  I  have  just  written. 
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loquially  and  in  literatore,  and  the  period  during  which  they 
were  not  familiarly  employed  must  have  been  a  very  short  one.* 

The  introduction  of  a  new  word,  native  or  foreign,  often 
proves  fatal  to  an  old  one  previously  employed  in  the  same  or  an 
allied  sense.  Inoomsy  for  instance,  is  of  recent  introduction^ 
though  Saxon  in  its  elements  and  form,  and  it  is  generally  ap* 
plied  to  the  pecuniary  product  of  estates,  offices  or  occupations^ 
and  even  when  used  with  respect  to  lands,  its  signification  is  con- 
fined to  the  money  received  for  rent,  or  the  net  profit  accruing 
from  the  sale  of  ihQ  crops.  It  corresponds  very  closely  to  the 
German  Einkommen  in  etymology,  sti*ucture,  and  significa- 
tion, and  is  a  good  example  of  verbal  affinity  between  a  Teutonic 
dialect  and  our  own,  but  we  have  purchased  this  convenient  word 
by  the  sacrifice  of  another,  equally  expressive,  though  more  re* 
Btricted  in  use,  and  belonging  to  the  Scandinavian  side  of  Eng- 
lish. I  refer  to  ofcarrbe^  employed  by  old  English  writers  in  the 
sense  of  prodi^^  rather  than  of  prodt^^,  though  sometimes 
synonymously  with  the  more  modem  mcome.  We  still  have  the 
old  word  outcome,  and  use  it  much  in  its  primitive  sense,  a  com^ 
ing  otUf  a  conseqttence,  but  the  more  modem  wpshot  is  now  often 
substituted  for  it. 

To  persons  who  desire  to  watch  the  progress  of  change  in 
English,  periodical  literature,  and  especially  the  daily  journals, 
furnish  the  best  opportunities  for  observation,  and  they  are  as 

*  VenHlaU  and  proclitUy,  after  having  been  half -forgotten,  have  come  again 
into  brisk  circulation,  and  a  comparison  of  the  literature  of  the  seventeenth, 
eighteenth,  and  nineteenth  centuries  will  show  multitudes  of  words  common 
to  the  first  and  last  of  these  periods,  but  which  were  little  used  in  the  second. 

The  most  remarkable  lists  of  such  words  as  I  am  now  speaking  of  are  those 
referred  to  by  Trench  in  the  second  chapter  of  his  little  volume  on  the  author- 
ized version  of  the  New  Testament.  I  will  not  quote  these  lists  here,  because 
throughout  this  course,  I  make  it  a  point  not  to  borrow  from  that  very  in- 
structive and  agreeable  writer,  and  thereby  diminish  the  pleasure  which  such 
of  my  hearers  as  are  not  already  familiar  with  his  works  will  find  in  their 
perusal.  They  are  excellent  exemplifications  of  the  attractions  and  value  of 
unpretending  philological  criticism,  as  distinguished  from  linguistic  investiga- 
tion ;  and  I  know  no  books  on  language  better  calculated  to  excite  curiosity 
and  stimulate  inquiry  into  the  proper  meaning  and  use  of  the  English  tongue, 
than  those  interesting  volumes,  The  Study  of  Words,  English  Past  and  Pres- 
ent, the  Lessons  contained  in  Proverbs,  and  the  essay  on  the  English  New 
Testament,  to  which  I  have  Just  alluded. 
11 


242  DIALECT  OF  PERIODICALS.  {Lect.  xn. 

f  aitMol  in  serving  up  the  novelties  of  speech,  as  the  political  and 
commercial  news  of  the  daj.  The  advertising  colmnns,  especi- 
ally, often  contain  very  odd  specimens  of  both  syntax  and  vo- 
cabnlary,  and  one  can  scarcely  ran  over  a  single  sheet  of  a  city 
newspaper  without  noting,  among  words  which  merit  a  place 
nowhere,  some  which,  though  excluded  from  dictionaries,  ought 
long  ago  to  have  met  acceptance. 

In  a  small  fragment  of  a  New  York  daily  paper,  published 
within  a  month,  I  find  these  words  and  phrases,  (nearly  half  of 
them  in  extracts  from  English  journals,)  not  any  one  of  which  I 
believe  any  general  English  dictionary  explains:  photofflyphic 
engraving;  tdegrwm^  for  telegraphic  message;  an  outrcundroivi 
ext/reme  dipper;  prospectmg  for  gold;  go-akead  people;  they 
are  not  on  ^peaJomg  terma ;  enthusiastic  Pacific  Slqpers  antici- 
pate an  annual  product  of  a  billion  of  gallons  of  wine  in  1900 ; 
Mr.  Gottschalk's  rendition  of  a  piece  of  music ;  the  Black  Swan 
is  concertizing  in  the  western  States ;  the  vessel  leaked  ao  mcmy 
ai/rohes  an  hov/r  /  an  emergerd  meeting  of  a  society — apparently 
in  the  sense  of  a  meeting  to  consider  an  emergency ;  such  a  man 
ought  to  be  spotted  by  his  associates;  (^^fogy^  which  by  the 
way  is  an  old  English  word ;  such  a  hindaomel/y-putr<m  man  as 
Mr.  Dickens ;  and  Kossuth's  phrase,  the  solidarity  of  ike  peoples. 
Some  of  these  expressions  have  little  claim  to  be  considered 
English,  and  they  belong  to  the  class  of  words  which  "  come  like 
shadows,  so  depart,"  but  several  of  them  long  have  been,  and 
others  will  be,  permanent  members  of  the  colloquial,  if  not  of 
the  literary,  fraternity  of  the  language.  PTiotogVyphio  and  td&- 
gram,  are  too  recent  in  origin  to  be  yet  entitled  to  the  rights  of 
citizenship,  but  whatever  may  become  of  the  former,  tdegra/m 
will  maintain  its  place,  for  reasons  of  obvious  convenience ;  and 
in  spite  of  the  objections  of  some  Hellenists  against  it  as  an 
anomalous  formation,  the  English  ear  is  too  familiar  with  Oreek 
compounds  of  the  same  elements  to  find  tliis  word  repugnant  to 
our  own  principles  of  etymology. 


LECTURE  XIII. 

IHTEBJECfnOKS    AKD    nTTOKATIONB. 

In  a  historical  sketch  of  tho  genetic  development  of  the  parts 
of  speech,  we  should  naturally  begin  with  the  Interjection,  both 
because  it  is  the  earliest  of  distinct  human  vocal  sounds,  and  be- 
cause it  is  a  spontaneous  voice  prompted  by  nature,  and  not,  like 
other  words,  learned  by  imitation,  or  taught  by  formal  instruc- 
tion. This  is  at  least  the  character  of  the  true  interjection,  though 
the  want  of  a  specific  term,  and  the  inconvenience  which  would 
result  from  a  too  copious  and  minute  grammatical  nomenclature, 
oblige  us  to  include  under  the  same  appellation  words,  and  even 
entire  phrases,  whoseresemblance  tothat  partof  speech  lies  chiefly 
in  being,  like  it,  introduced  into  a  period  with  which  they  are  not 
syntactically  connected. 

Of  the  elements  of  discourse,  there  is  no  one  which  has  received 
80  little  attention  from  grammarians  as  the  part  of  speech  in 
question.  Few  treatises  on  language  devote  more  than  a  page  or 
two  to  the  subject,  and  many  writers  have  denied  to  interjections 
the  character  of  words  altogether.  I  think  that,  with  most  gram- 
marians, this  is  a  prejudice  arising  from  the  fact,  that  these  words 
seem  to  have  no  appropriate  place  in  so  artificial  a  system  as  that 
of  the  Latin  grammar,  from  which  we  have  derived  most  of  our 
ideas  of  the  structure  of  language.  They  can  neither  be  declined 
nor  conjugated;  they  are  incapable  of  degrees  of  comparison; 
they  govern  nothing,  qualify  nothing,  connect  nothing,  and  may 
be  left  out  of  the  period  altogether  without  affecting  the  syntacti- 
cal propriety  of  its  structure.  In  short,  they  cannot  be  parsed. 
They  have  no  position  in  the  rank  and  file  of  the  legion,  and  there- 
fore are  at  best  supernumeraries,  if  not  intruders.  In  a  language 
80  cemented  and  compacted  together  as  the  Latin,  not  by  mortar 
or  pins  of  independent  material  and  formation,  but  by  organic  at- 
tachments, natural  hooks  and  eyes,  congenital  with  the  words  and 

(248) 
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of  one  substance  with  them,  this  objection  to  the  recognition  ol 
constituents  so  incapable  of  assimilation  is  bj  no  means  without 
validity ;  but  in  English,  and  in  those  other  tongues  where  the  re- 
lations between  important  words  are  determined  by  mere  position 
or  by  the  aid  of  distinct  and  insignificant  particles,  it  strikes  us 
mudi  less  forcibly.  I  shall  endeavor  to  vindicate  the  claim  of 
these  neglected  articulations  to  rank  as  legitimate  means  of  vocally 
expressing  human  passions,  states,  affections,  and  therefore  to  be 
called  words,  though  of  a  rhetorical  and  dramatic,  not  of  a  logical 
w  didactic  character. 

Considered  as  a  purely  natural  and  spontaneous  emission  of  the 
voice,  we  might  expect  to  find  similar  interjections  in  all  human 
tongues,  but  their  forms,  even  when  they  most  resemble  each 
other,  are  modified  by  the  same  obscure  influences  which  diversify 
the  action  of  the  organs  of  speech  in  the  production  of  like  or 
analogous  sounds  among  different  nations,  and  consequently  they 
are  by  no  means  identical  in  different  languages.  The  alleged 
diversity  in  the  cries  of  the  infant  and  in  the  true  interjections — 
which  utterances,  psychologically  considered,  belong  to  the  same 
general  class  of  expressive  sounds — ^has  been  urged  by  some  physi- 
ologists as  a  proof  of  a  diversity  of  origin  in  the  human  race.  But 
the  argument  loses  something  of  its  weight  when  it  is  shown,  as 
it  may  be,  that  in  numerous  other  cases,  words  common  to  two  or 
more  demonstrably  cognate  nations,  and  identical  in  form,  and 
even  in  sonnd  bo  far  as  any  written  notation  can  express  sound, 
are  nevertheless  differenced  in  their  pronunciation  by  those  nations, 
as  widely  as  the  true  interjections  are  by  unrelated  races.  These 
distinctions  are  occasioned  by  two  proximate  causes ;  the  one  is 
the  employment  of  different  sets  of  muscles,  by  different  peoples, 
for  the  production  of  the  same  or  similar  sounds,  the  other  is  the 
peculiar  quality  impressed  upon  articulate  sounds  by  the  intona- 
tion with  which  they  are  uttered. 

These  two  classes  of  linguistic  facts,  the  production,  namely,  of 
like  or  analogous  sounds  in  different  languages  by  the  employ- 
ment of  different  organs,  or  at  least  muscles,  and  the  fixed  char- 
acter of  national  intonation  in  certain  languages,  have  as  yet  been 
little  investigated  by  philologists,  but  they  are  full  of  curious  in- 
terest, and  the  study  of  them,  however  difficult,  is  essential  to  the 
oonstruction  of  even  a  tolerably  complete  system  of  phonology. 
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Nice  distinctions  between  related  sounds  depend  of  course  upon 
the  mechanical  means  employed  to  produce  them,  and  one  reason 
why  an  adult  so  seldom  succeeds  in  mastering  the  pronunciation 
of  a  foreign  language,  why  he  is  at  once  recognized  as  a  stranger 
by  his  articulation  even  of  words  which,  according  to  grammars 
and  dictionaries,  are  identical  with  syllables  and  words  of  his 
mother-tongue,  is,  that  to  pronounce  them  like  a  native,  he  must 
call  into  play  muscles  not  employed,  or  employed  in  a  different 
way,  in  speaking  his  own  language,  and  which  have  become  so 
rigid  from  disuse,  that  he  cannot  acquire  the  command  of  them, 
or,  in  other  words,  render  them  what  are  called  voluntary  mu£h 
cles.  Further,  the  organs  of  speech  act  and  react  upon  each  other ; 
the  frequent  play  of  a  given  set  of  muscles  modifies  the  action  of 
neighboring  or  related  muscles ;  there  is,  to  use  a  word,  which,  if 
not  now  English,  soon  will  be,  a  certain  scUdarity  between  them 
an,  and  organs  accustomed  to  the  deep  gutturals  of  the  Arabic, 
the  hissing  and  lisping  sounds  of  the  English,  or  the  nasals  of  the 
French  and  Portuguese,  are  with  diflBculty  trained  to  the  pure 
articulation  of  languages  like  the  Italian,  in  which  such  elements 
do  not  exist 

National  peculiarities  of  intonation  are  still  more  subtle  and  ob- 
scure, and  they  are  almost  equally  difficult  to  seize  by  the  ear,  and 
to  reproduce  by  the  lips  and  tongue.*  To  us,  whose  intonations 
belong  not  to  the  individual  word,  but  to  the  whole  period,  it  is 
difficult  to  conceive  of  the  tone  with  which  a  word  is  uttered,  as 
a  constant,  essential,  characteristic,  and  expressive  ingredient  of 
the  word  itself.  But  in  monosyllabic  languages  like  the  Chinese, 
where  the  number  of  words,  diflfering  in  the  vowel  and  conso- 
nantal elements  of  which  they  are  composed,  must  necessarily  be 

*  An  interesting  instance  of  the  capacity  of  young  children  for  appreciating 
and  repeating  such  intonations,  was  given  me  by  an  intelligent  American 
mother,  who  had  been  residing  for  a  short  time  in  Genoa.  She  had  two  or 
three  boys,  somewhere  from  three  to  six  years  of  age,  and  shortly  after  her  ar- 
rival in  Genoa,  and  too  soon  for  the  children  to  have  learned  the  native  dialect^ 
Ae  heard  them,  as  they  were  playing  on  the  side-walk  in  front  of  her  apart- 
ment, talking  together  in  what  appeared  to  her  Genoese,  On  going  to  them 
and  listening  attentively,  she  found  they  were  not  tpeaking  at  all,  but  merely 
nttering  a  rapid  succession  of  unmeaning  vocables  closely  resembling  in  sound 
the  actual  words  they  were  daily  hearing,  while  at  the  same  time  they  perfect- 
ly imitated  the  peouUar  ting-wng  which  characterizes  the  Genoese  dialect. 
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very  small,  other  distinctions  must  be  resorted  to,  and  accordingly 
we  find  that  in  such  languages  a  monosyllable,  consisting  perhaps 
of  one  Yowel  and  one  or  two  consonantal  elements,  and  which  ad- 
mits of  but  one  mode  of  spelling  in  alphabetic  characters,  may 
neyertheless  have  a  great  number  of  meanings,  each  indicated  by 
a  peculiarity  of  intonation  not  perhaps  appreciable  by  foreign  ears, 
but  neyertheless  readily  recognizable  by  a  native.  These  pecu- 
liarities are,  however,  by  no  means  confined  to  languages  so  alien 
to  our  own,  for  they  exist  in  the  Danish  and  the  Swedish,  both  of 
which  are  nearly  allied  to  English,  and  they,  no  doubt,  occur  to  a 
considerable,  but  thus  far  uninvestigated,  extent,  in  other  tongues 
more  familiar  to  most  of  us.  In  such  languages,  these  intonationB 
are  constant,  and  they  are  also  expressive  and  significant,  so  tar 
that  certain  words  are  under  all  circumstances  pronounced  with 
the  same  intonation,  and  thus  distinguished  from  words  differing 
from  them  in  signification,  but  otherwise  identical  in  sound. 
Scandinavian  phonologists  have  made  these  intonations,  for  which 
the  vocabulary  of  our  language  does  not  even  furnish  names,  a  sub- 
ject of  special  inquiry ;  and  Bask,  one  of  the  most  eminent  of  modem 
philologists,  has  subtilized  so  far  upon  them,  that  few  of  his  own 
countrymen,  even,  have  sufficient  acuteness  of  ear  to  follow  him. 
But  this  is  not  strange,  when  we  learn  that  the  same  discriminat- 
ing phonologist  fancied  he  could  detect,  what  no  Englishman  or 
American  ever  did,  a  difference  between  the  pronunciation  of  our 
two  English  words  pale,  pallid,  and  jmly  a  water-bucket.*  An 
Englishman  or  an  American  may  make  a  difference  between  paU 
ajidjpaiey  but  it  is  an  accidental  difference  arising  from  the  con- 
text ;  as,  for  instance,  when  we  speak  of  '  a  pale,  sickly  girl,'  or, 
on  the  other  hand,  when  we  say, '  Mrs.  A 's  dress  vi^pale  yel- 
low.* Here  the  two  words  may  be  pronounced  with  a  difference 
of  intonation ;  whereas  in,  '  I  sent  my  Irish  housemaid  for  a  pail 
of  water,'  is  hardly  susceptible  of  such  variation. 

Yet  more  ethereal  than  even  these  subtle  shades  of  difference, 
is  what,  to  borrow  a  musical  term,  may  be  called  the  mode  in 
which  a  given  language  is  spoken.  A  stranger  in  Greece  or  the 
East  is  struck  at  once  by  a  certain  sadness  of  tone,  amounting  at 
times  almost  to  wailing,  which  marks  the  speech  of  the  people, 

*  Rask's  Danish  Grammar  for  the  use  of  Englishmen. 
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and  especiallj  of  the  women  of  the  lower  classes.  Some  travellers 
haye  ascribed  this  to  the  long  centuries  of  humiliation  and  op- 
pression nnder  which  women  have  groaned  in  the  East ;  but  I 
think  it  belongs  rather  to  the  races  than  to  the  sex ;  for  it  is  not 
altogether  confined  to  the  women :  and,  besides,  something  of  the 
some  sort  is  f onnd  among  the  most  primitive  and  simple  tribes, 
and  the  fact,  if  it  is  a  fact,  that  the  music  of  ancient  Greece  and 
Latium,  like  that  of  most  Oriental  countries,  was  wholly  in  the 
minor  mode,  seems  to  confirm  this  view. 

The  Greek,  or  to  speak  more  specifically,  Alexandrian  and 
other  colonial  grammarians,  carefully  investigated  the  intonation 
of  their  language,  in  both  its  branches,  accentuation  and  vocal  in- 
flection, and  they  invented  several  points,  which  we  call  accents, 
to  indicate  the  particular  intonation  of  the  important  syllables  of 
the  words.  What  the  signification  of  these  points  was  we  do  not 
know ;  nor  does  the  pronxmciation  of  the  modem  Greeks  afford 
us  any  light  on  the  subject  What  we  call  accent,  that  is,  stress 
of  voice,  has  been  generally  supposed  to  have  been,  among  other 
things,  marked  by  them ;  but  this  is  disputed.  Metrical  quantity 
or  prosody,  they  certainly  did  not  indicate,  but  left  it  to  genersJ 
rules,  which,  in  most  cases,  were  sufficiently  explicit.  The  quan- 
tity, or  relative  duration  of  syllables  as  it  is  generally  understood, 
is  a  quality  of  sound  to  which  the  Greek  ear  was  acutely  sensible, 
and  it  appears  to  have  been  recognized  in  the  earlier  Teutonic  di- 
alects ;  but  to  modem  ears,  it  is,  as  an  element  of  prosody,  much 
less  appreciable.  In  English  verse,  and  more  especially  by  recent 
poets,  rhythm  has  been  made  to  depend  upon  and  consist  in  ac- 
centuation alone,  and  those  other  elements  of  articulation,  which 
to  the  ancient  classical  nations  constituted  the  very  essence  of 
poetical  melody,  are,  by  the  fashion  of  the  day,  altogether  dls- 
regarded.  This,  I  think,  is  a  mistake,  but  it  will  be  more  fitly 
considered  on  another  occasion. 

But,  to  return  from  what  may  be  considered  a  digression,  the 
true  interjections,  though  modified  by  peculiarities  of  intonation, 
have  at  least  a  family  resemblance,  if  not  an  absolute  identity  in 
most  known  languages.  They  are,  for  the  greater  part,  mono- 
syllabic, and  frequently  consist  of  a  vowel  preceded  or  followed 
by  an  aspirate  or  an  aspirated  guttural  only,  though  they  are  not 
always  of  so  simple  a  structure.     Some  linguists  distinguish  be- 
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tween  interjectionci  which  are  bare  indications  of  mental  or  phys- 
ical pain  or  pleasure,  and  those  which  are  expressive  of  sensaons 
impressions  derived  from  external  objects  through  the  organs  of 
sight  and  hearing ;  but  for  our  present  purpose  it  is  not  essential 
to  inquire  how  fkr  this  classification  is  well  founded.  The  claim 
of  interjections  of  the  purely  involuntary  character  to  be  classed 
among  what  grammarians  call  the  parts  of  speech,  has  been  dispu* 
ted,  as  I  have  already  remarked,  on  the  ground  of  their  alleged 
want  of  a  truly  articulate  character,  and  especially  of  all  etymo- 
logical and  syntactical  connection  with  the  periods  of  discourse. 
It  is  for  this  reason  that  the  name  of  interjecUonj  from  the  Latin 
inter jicio,  I  throw  in,  has  been  applied  to  them,  as  some- 
thing casually  dropped  into  the  sentence,  but  not  logically  be- 
longing to  it,  or  having  any  grammatical  relations  with  it.  It  is 
said  that  such  interjections  belong  to  speech,  only  in  that  figura- 
tive sense  in  which  all  the  means  whereby  external  facts  are  made 
known  to  us  are  comprised  within  the  term  language,  and  they 
are  assimilated  to  those  inarticulate  cries  which  constitute  the 
language  of  the  lower  animals.  They  are  generally  spontaneous, 
involuntary  exclamations,  and  they  express,  in  a  vague  and  inde- 
terminate way,  the  simple  fact  that  the  utterer  is  painfuUy  or 
pleasnrably  affected,  without  in  themselves  giving  any  indication 
of  the  cause,  or  even  always  of  the  specific  character,  of  the 
emotion  or  sensation.  The  interjection  has,  however,  one  import- 
ant peculiarity,  which  not  only  vindicates  its  claim  to  be  r^ard- 
ed  as  a  constituent  of  language,  but  entities  it  unequivocally  to  a 
high  rank  among  the  elements  of  discourse.  It  is  in  itself  ex- 
pressive and  significant,  though  indeed  in  a  low  degree,  whereas 
at  least  in  uninflected  languages  like  the  English,  other  words, 
detached  from  their  grammatical  connections,  are  meaningless, 
and  become  intelligible  only  as  members  of  a  period.  If  I  utter 
an  interjectional  exclamation  denoting  pain,  joy,  sorrow,  surprise, 
or  anger,  every  person  who  hears  me  understands  at  once  that  I 
am  agitated  by  the  corresponding  affection.  Here,  then,  a  fact  is 
communicated  by  a  single  syllable,  and  the  interjection  may  be 
regarded  as  the  hieroglyphical  or  symbolical  expression  of  a  whole 
period.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  I  pronounce  the  word  hou9e^ 
or  rwn^  or  red^  or  ten^  without  other  words,  and  without  accom* 
panying  gestures  or  other  explanatory  circumstances,  I  tefl  the 
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listener  nothing,  though  the  word  may,  mdeed,  from  accident  or 
from  Bome  obscnre  chain  of  association,  excite  in  his  mind  an  im- 
age of  the  object,  or  an  intellectual  conception  of  the  act,  or  acci- 
dent, or  number,  denoted  by  the  word  I  use.  He  may,  in  short, 
<sujppose  a  subject,  an  object,  a  copula,  or  whatever  predicate  is 
necessary  to  complete  the  period,  and  thus  arbitrarily  or  conjec- 
turally  supply  the  ellipsis.  This,  in  fact,  from  the  habit  of  indi- 
vidualizing the  general,  and  making  concrete  the  abstract,  he  can 
hardly  fail  to  do,  but  nevertheless,  in  the  absence  of  explanatory 
circumstances,  this  mental  operation  of  the  auditor  neither  logi- 
cally results  from,  nor  is  warranted  by,  the  force  of  the  word  I 
have  uttered,  which  of  itself  conmiunicates  no  fact,  authorizes  no 
inference.  *  And  herein  lies  the  great  miracle  of  speech,  the 
strongest  proof  of  its  living,  organic — ^I  had  almost  said  divine — 
power,  that  even  as  the  processes  of  vegetable  life  build  up,  as- 
sunilate,  vivify,  and  transform  into  self-sustaining^,  srovrms.  and 
fruitful  forms  tiie  dead  material  of  mecham«il  nSefao  lanjLge, 
by  the  mere  collocation  and  ordonnance  of  inexpressive  articulate 
sounds,  can  inform  them  with  the  spiritual  philosophy  of  the 
Pauline  epistles,  the  living  thunder  of  a  Demosthenes,  or  the 
material  picturesqueness  of  Bussell's  Letters  in  the  Times. 

The  interjections  hitherto  described  are  distinguished  from  the 
other  parts  of  speech,  not  only  by  their  inherent  and  independent 
expressiveness,  (a  point  in  which  they  have  a  certain  analogy  with 
words  imitative  of  natural  sounds,  and  therefore  significant  of 
them,)  but  by  the  fact  that  they  are  subjectively  connected  with 
the  passion  or  sensation  they  denote,  and  are  not  so  much  the  enun- 
ciation or  utterance  of  the  emotion,  as  symptoms  and  evidences 
of  it ;  in  fact,  a  mode  of  thinking  aloud.  In  the  other  articulate 
forms  of  communication  by  which  we  make  known  our  mental 
or  bodily  state,  that  state  becomes  objective,  and  therefore  those 
forms  are  descriptive,  not  expressive.  Accordingly,  the  inter- 
jection may  be  said  to  be  the  appropriate  language,  the  mother- 
tongue  of  passion ;  and  hence  much  of  the  effect  of  good  acting 
depends  on  the  proper  introduction  and  right  articulation  of  this 
element  of  speech.  It  is  related  of  Whitfield,  that  his  interjec- 
tions, his  reduplicative  Ah  I  of  pity  for  the  unrepentant  rinner,  ^ 
Ids  diphthongal  Oh  I  of  encouragement  and  persuasion  for  the  al- 
most converted  listener,  formed  one  of  the  great  excellenoes  of 
11* 
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his  oratory^  and  constituted  a  most  effective  engine  in  his  pulpit 
artiUery. 

There  is  a  species  of  interjection  not  usually  distinguished  by 
English  grammarians  from  other  words  of  that  class,  but  whicdi 
some  German  writers  expressively  call  Lautgeberden,  or 
vocal-gestures.  These  approach  much  more  nearly  to  the  charac- 
ter of  other  words  than  those  of  which  we  have  hitherto  spoken. 
The  spontaneous  interjections  constitute  a  kind  of  self-conununiony 
and  though  conveying  information  of  a  certain  sort  to  others,  they 
are  not  uttered  with  any  such  conscious  purpose.  The  Lautge- 
b  e  r  d  e ,  on  the  other  hand,  is  not  a  mere  involuntary  expression 
of  sensation  or  emotion,  but  is  addressed  to  other  persons  or  crea- 
tures, and  usually  indicates  a  desire  or  command,  so  that  it  corre- 
sponds to  the  imperative  of  verbs  in  complete  periods.  Among 
these  Lautgeberden,  are  all  the  isolated,  monosyllabic  or 
longer  words,  by  which  we  invite  or  repel  the  approach,  and  check 
or  encourage  the  efforts  of  others ;  in  short,  all  single  detached 
articulations,  intended  to  influence  the  action,  or  call  the  attention^ 
of  others,  but  not  syntactically  connected  with  a  period.  Analo- 
gous to  these  are  certain  passionate  expressions,  sometimes  forming 
whole  periods,  but  more  commonly  abridged,  and  used  interjeo- 
tionally.  They  are  sometimes  reduced  to  a  single  word,  some- 
times composed  of  several,  but  usually  without  any  grammatical 
connection  with  what  precedes  or  follows  them.  In  this  class  are 
embraced  most  familiar  optative  and  deprecatory  forms  of  ex- 
pression, and  especially  the  invocation  of  blessings  and  denunciar 
tion  of  curses.  Farewell^  welcome^  goodbye^  (originally  distinct 
periods,  but  not  interjectional,)  Secuven  forhidy  and  other  similar 
ejaculations,  are  of  this  character.  The  Greek,  especially  in  pas- 
sionate declamation,  is  full  of  such  phrases.  Those  familiar  with 
Demosthenes  will  remember  a  striking  instance  in  the  Fourth 
Philippic,  where,  in  an  interjectional  form,  he  invokes  the  ven- 
geance of  the  gods  on  Philip  of  Macedon.  This  is  a  peculiarly 
interesting  example,  because  it  is  one  of  the  few  where  a  syntac- 
tical relation  exists  between  the  ejaculation  and  the  period  into 
which  it  is  introduced ;  for  the  execration,  o'lTtep  avrov  iSoXiaeiavl 
begins  with  a  relative  pronoun,  which  grammatically  connects  it 
with  the  preceding  denunciation  of  Philip,  as  an  enemy  to  Athens 
and  her  gods. 
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It  is  affirmed  tliat  in  the  Euscara  or  Basque,  tlie  interjectionb 
are  regularly  declinable,''^  and  it  would  hence  appear  that  their 
want  of  syntactical  character  in  the  Indo-European  languages  is 
not  an  essential  feature  of  this  part  of  speech. 

Allied  in  form  and  nature  to  the  true  interjection,  but  wholly 
distinct  from  the  constant  intonations  belonging  to  particular 
words  in  certain  languages,  to  which  I  have  already  alluded,  are 
the  modulations  of  the  yoice  in  articulate  speech,  which,  as  con- 
stituting a  characteristic  difference  between  the  breathing,  spoken 
word,  and  its  sQent  written  representative,  between  the  subjective 
and  llie  objective  elements  of  language,  between  living  action  and 
historical  narration,  are  among  the  most  powerful  instrumentali- 
ties whereby  man  acts  on  the  moral  nature  of  his  fellow-man.f 
The  unstudied  accents  of  young  children  are  prompted  by  nature. 
They  are  more  truly  spontaneous,  and  not  less  expressive,  than 
the  notes  of  the  forest  song-bird,  and  they  are  the  most  touching 
and  persuasive  of  human  utterances.  But  with  the  sincerity  and 
frankness  of  lisping  childhood,  passes  away  the  truthfulness  of  its 
tones.  Dissimulation,  hypocrisy,  and  the  tiiousand  forms  of  social 
falsehood,  ahnost  extirpate  the  heaven-bom  faculty  of  significant 
modulation,  and  the  voice  soon  becomes  as  artificial  a^  the  gait, 
the  gestures,  and  the  other  outward  habits  of  the  man.  Affecta- 
tion, the  desire  of  seeming  to  be  that  which  we  are  not,  is  the  be- 
setting sin  of  men.  As  a  plain,  simple,  unaffected  manner  in 
speech,  in  gesture,  in  carriage,  is  one  of  the  most  attractive  of  ex- 
temal  qualities,  so  it  is  one  of  the  most  difficult  of  acquirements ; 
for  in  all  grades  of  society,  from  the  wigwam  to  the  palace,  the 
most  natural  thing  in  the  world  is  to  be  unnatural. 

*  In  the  more  familiar  European  languages  we  find  many  examples  of  vari- 
ation of  form  in  words  usually  classed  among  the  indecUnables,  Thus  in 
Mediaeval  Italian  coneumacosache  and  eaneibfoMecoMche  are  respectively  pres- 
ent and  past  forms  of  a  compound,  or  rather  aggregate,  conjunction,  signify- 
ing aWiough;  and  it  is  a  curious  peculiarity  of  Portuguese  that  the  infinitive, 
when  preceded  by  a  preposition,  is  regularly  inflected  for  number  and  person. 
ThoB,  Ver,  to  see,  if  used  with  a  plural,  becomes  Vermos,  Verdes, 
and  Verem  when  the  subject  is  of  the  first,  second,  or  third  person  plural. 
So,  in  the  Lusiad,  Camoens  had :  p a r a  verem  trabalhos  exeessivos 
— that  they  may  experieriee  severe  trials, 

t  Fuller,  in  his  Holy  State,  p.  90,  says  of  Mr.  Perkins :  "  He  would  pro- 
nounce the  word  Damne  with  such  an  emphasis  as  left  a  dolef uU  echo  in  his 
aoditours'  ears  a  good  while  after." 
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But  besides  this  half-volnntary  distortian  of  our  natural  faculty 
of  speech,  the  injudicioufi  methods  by  which  reading  is  tanght 
do  very  much  to  fix,  as  well  as  to  originate,  a  formal,  monoto- 
nous, and  unnatural  intonation.  The  habit  of  mechanical  inex- 
pressive delivery,  once  contracted,  is  almost  incurable ;  and  it  is 
a  trite  observation  that  so  simple  a  thing  as  a  dear,  appropriate, 
and  properly  intoned  and  emphasized  pronunciation,  in  reading 
aloud,  is  one  of  the  rarest  as  well  as  most  desirable  of  social  ac- 
complishments. Few  persons  are  able,  when  the  eye  is  fixed 
upon  a  printed  or  written  page,  or  even  in  reciting  what  they 
have  learned  by  heart,  to  modulate  the  voice,  as  they  would  do 
in  the  unpremeditated  conversational  utterance  of  their  own 
thoughts  in  the  same  words;  and  the  difference  between  our 
modes  of  reading  and  speaking  is  not  confined  to  the  modulation 
of  the  period,  but  extends  itself  to  single  words,  so  that  it  is  ex- 
tremely common,  especially  among  persons  not  much  practised 
in  reading  aloud,  to  use  one  system  of  orflioepy  in  oonrersatioii, 
and  quite  another  in  reading.  But  the  evil  habits  we  contract  in 
our  school  exercises  are  productive  of  further  mischief •  They 
are  highly  injurious  to  the  physical  organs  of  speech.  And  this 
is  one  reason  why  clergymen,  who,  in  the  religious  services  of 
most  sects,  read  much  aloud,  are  so  much  more  frequently  an- 
noyed with  bronchial  affections,  than  lawyers  and  political  or»- 
tors,  who  use  the  voice  much  more,  and  with  louder  and  more 
impassioned  articulation,  but. who  for  the  most  part  speak  extem- 
poraneously, and  with  a  more  natural  delivery. 

As  has  been  already  observed,  the  classes  of  words  and  of 
vocal  modulations  which  we  have  been  considering  belong  to,  if 
they  do  not  constitute,  the  language  of  passion,  and  therefore  it 
is,  as  we  have  already  hinted,  equally  a  rule  of  morality  and  good 
taste  to  practise  great  caution  and  circumspection  in  llie  employ- 
ment of  them. 

Wliat  are  called  escfpletives  in  rhetorical  treatises  are  grammati^ 
cally  allied  to  tlie  interjections,  though  widely  different  from  them 
by  the  want  of  meaning,  while  the  interjection  is  always  expressiTe. 
I  can  hardly  agree  with  Webster  in  his  definition  of  the  exple- 
tive, and  still  less  in  the  statement  with  which  he  concludes  it. 
"The  expletive,"  says  Webster,  "is  a  word  or  syllable  not 
necessary  to  the  sense,  but  inserted  to  fill  a  vacancy  or  for  otiui* 
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ment.  The  Greek  language  abonndfi  with  expletiveB."  So  far 
MB  the  word  anfiwers  no  other  purpose  than  to  ^' fill  a  vacancy,"  it 
18  properly  expletive,  but  if  it  be  appropriate  and  graceful  enough 
to  deserve  the  name  of  an  ^^  ornament,"  it  is  not  superfluous,  and 
therefore  is  not  an  expletive.  In  most  cases,  indeed,  the  vacancy 
filled  by  words  of  this  class  is  not  merely  a  defect  of  continuity 
in  the  syntax,  but  it  indicates  a  positive  want  of  thought,  and 
ignorant  and  illogical  persons  are  naturally  very  prone  to  inter- 
lard their  discourse  with  these  fragmentaiy  expressions.  The 
frequent  use  of  interjections,  expletives,  and  vague  or  unmeaning 
phrases  of  all  kinds,  is  therefore  inadmissible  in  a  really  elegant 
and  graceful  conversational  style ;  *  and  though  I  hope  the  cau- 
tion is  superfluous,  I  should  not  do  justice  to  my  subject,  were  I 
to  omit  to  express  my  full  concurrence  in  the  condemnation 
which,  for  intellectual  as  well  as  social  and  moral  reasons  alike, 
persons  of  culture  award  to  the  employment  of  profane  lan- 
guage,— a  vice  eminently  ungraceful  in  itself,  and  vulgarizing  in 
its  influence.  ^^  Othes,"  says  King  James,  ^^  are  but  a  use,  and  a 
sinne  clothed  with  no  delight  nor  gaine,  and  therefore  the  more 
inexcusable  in  the  sight  of  men." 

The  remark  with  which  Webster  accompanies  his  definition  of 
the  word  expletive,  namely,  that  the  Greek  language  abounds  in 
such,  is  in  my  opinion  as  erroneous  as  the  definition  is  defective. 
The  Greeks,  like  the  modem  Italians,  were  an  exceedingly  ex- 
citable and  impressible  people,  and  like  them,  they  used  a  groat 
number  of  interjections.  We  certainly  are  far  from  being  able 
to  discover  the  precise  force  of  these;  still  less  can  we  find 
equivalents  for  them  in  a  language  which,  like  ours,  is  spoken  by 
a  graver  and  more  reserved  people,  and  therefore  possesses  fewer 
words  of  this  class ;  but  with  regard  to  the  numerous  particles 
and  other  words  which  Webster  apparently  classes  among  exple- 
tives, we  are  not  authorized  to  infer  that  they  were  superfluous 
to  the  sense  of  the  passages  where  they  occur,  barely  because  we 

*  I  believe  our  English  cousIdb  more  frequently  offend  against  this  rule  of 
good  taste  than  do  we  Americans.  I  know  many  even  of  the  higher  classes 
who  rarely  utter  the  simplest  sentence  without  irUeTJeeting  at  least  one  don't 
you  know,  at  you  know,  I  have  known  an  eloquent  Yaudois  pastor,  who 
often  ttrtoniflhed  me  by  strengUiening  his  affirmations  with  an  adjuration  of 
the  god  of  wine— |Mr  jRio^  / 
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do  not  see  the  necessity  of  them.  The  supposition  is  contrary  to 
all  we  know  of  the  habits  of  the  Greek  mind,  and  it  is  much 
safer  to  presume  that  thej  had  a  meaning  and  a  force,  which  our 
imperfect  knowledge  of  the  niceties  of  the  language  forbids  us 
to  appreciate,  than  to  believe  that  Plato,  and  Aristotle,  and 
Xenophon  thought  so  inconsecutiyely  as  to  be  obliged  to  fill  the 
interstices  of  their  mental  structures  with  insignificant  rubbish. 

In  commencing  the  study  of  foreign  languages,  we  meet  with 
many  words,  to  which  dictionaries  assign  no  distinct  meaning, 
and  which  appear  superfluous  to  the  sense  of  the  period,  and 
therefore  to  be  expletives.  But  further  study  generally  diows 
us  that  they,  however  difiicult  to  define  in  themselves,  have, 
nevertheless,  an  important  influence  on  the  sense  of  the  period, 
by  strengthening,  moderating,  or  otherwise  qualifying,  the  sig- 
nification  of  leading  words.  The  German,  as  well  as  the  Greek, 
is  rich  in  these  particles,  and  the  existence  of  Gtorman  as  a  liv- 
ing speech  enables  foreigners  to  acquire  a  much  clearer  compre- 
hension of  these,  at  first  sight  insignificant,  elements  than  is 
possible  in  the  case  of  a  language,  which,  like  the  Greek,  sur- 
vives only  as  a  written  tongue. 

The  Greek  and  Latin  languages  are  remarkably  distinguished 
from  each  other  in  the  number  and  the  character  of  the  interjec- 
tions ;  and  it  will  in  general  be  found  that  the  use  and  significa- 
tion of  the  interjections  employed  in  any  language  furnish  a  very 
tolerable  key  to  the  character  of  the  people  who  speak  it.  The 
modem  Italians  have  inherited  from  their  Koman  ancestors  a 
great  number  of  elliptical  passionate  phrases,  which  are  employed 
in  this  way,  and  the  frequent  introduction  of  the  names  of  the 
heathen  deities,  together  with  those  of  the  Virgin  Mary  and 
tbe  saints  in  their  ejaculatory  exclamations,  produces  a  ludi- 
crous effect  upon  a  stranger.  One  of  these  has  even  found  its 
way  into  German  and  English.  In  the  comedies  and  other  light 
literature  of  both,  in  the  last  century,  it  is  of  frequent  occurrence, 
and  if  we  can  judge  from  them,  it  was  very  current  in  fashionable 
society,  though  probably  few  of  the  fine  ladies,  who  so  often  ex 
claimed,  O,  gemini  I  (jiminy  or  jemini,)  knew  that  the  phrase  was 
a  Latin  invocation  of  the  divine  brothers.  Castor  and  Pollux.* 

*The  Italian  diamine  I  is  a  different  word,  in  diaboll  nominal 
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THB  ISOUNy  ADJEOnVB,  AND  YEBB. 

It  18  not  disputed,  that  in  the  genesis  of  langaage  the  interjeo- 
tion,  even  if  not  technically  a  part  of  speech,  and  the  onomato- 
poetic  or  imitative  words,  must  be  regarded  as  the  primary  lin- 
guistic utterances ;  but  grammatical  physiologists  differ  much  with 
respect  to  the  order  of  succession  in  tiie  other  principal  parts  of 
speech.  Presented  in  the  usual  form  of  a  historical  problem,  the 
inquiry  is  an  idle  one,  for  the  noun,  whether  substantive  or  ad- 
jective, and  the  verb,  can  be  conceived  of  as  existing  only  as  mem- 
bers of  a  period  or  proposition,  and  therefore  the  noun  supposes 
the  verb,  and  the  verb  the  noun.  With  the  exception  of  the 
Lautgeberden,  or  vocal-gestures,  and  the  imitative  sounds, 
words  are  as  essentially  and  necessarily  social  as  man  himself,  and  a 
single  word  can  no  more  spring  into  spontaneous  life,  or  exist  in 
isolation,  than  can  the  intelligent  being  who  uses  it.  We  know 
external  objects  only  by  their  sensuous  properties  and  their  action, 
and  we  must  necessarily  suppose  all  names  of  objects  to  have  been 
primarily  descriptive,  because  we  can  imagine  no  possible  ground 
of  a  name,  but  tiie  ascription  of  a  quality  or  an  act  as  character- 
istic of  the  object  named.  It  would  seem,  then,  that  before  the 
name  could  be  applied,  the  adjective  or  the  verb  expressive  of  the 
quality  or  act,  the  predicate,  in  short,  must  exist ;  and  on  the 
other  hand,  as  concrete  ideas  must  precede  abstract  ones,  we  can- 
not comprehend  the  origin  of  the  adjective  or  the  verb,  inde- 
pendentiy  of  the  noun,  or  name  of  some  object  possessing  the 
quality,  or  habitually  practising  the  act,  predicated  by  the  adjec- 
tive or  verb.  But  though  words  have  no  separate  individual  ex- 
istence, though  they  live  and  move  only  in  interdependence  upon 
each  other,  yet  in  studying  their  forms  and  organization,  each 
must  be  primarily  investigated  by  itself,  because  the  limited  nature 
of  our  faculties,  whether  sensuous  or  intellectual,  obliges  us  to  ac- 
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quire  the  knowledge  of  the  whole  by  the  successive  study  of  its 
parts,  of  the  complex,  through  an  acquamtance  with  the  simple 
elements  of  which  it  is  conceived  to  be  composed. 

In  order  to  comprehend  the  physiology  of  a  given  language,  or 
the  functions  and  relations  of  its  organs,  a  knowledge  of  its  anat- 
omy, or  the  normal  structure  of  these  organs,  is  necessary,  and 
we  will  therefore  examine  briefly  the  formal  characteristics  of 
Enghsh  words.  These  we  have  already  considered  in  their  bear- 
ing upon  etymology,  and  though  we  are  now  to  look  at  them 
from  a  different  point  of  view,  the  facts  are  still  the  same,  and  I 
must  accordingly  be  pardoned  for  some  repetition  of  what,  indeed, 
I  by  no  means  suppose  to  have  been  new  when  I  first  presented 
it  I  do  not  propose  in  the  present  course  to  attempt  a  formal 
examination  of  every  class  of  vocables  into  which  grammarians 
have  divided  language,  and  I  shall  only  discuss  the  character  and 
offices  of  the  noun  or  substantive,  the  adjective  and  the  verb.  I 
b^in  with  the  noun  or  substantive,  not  as  historicaUy  first,  or 
logically  preeminent,  but  because,  in  learning  words  by  the  pro- 
cess of  domestic  instruction  called  the  natural  method,  we  com- 
mence with  na/mes. 

Before  proceeding  further,  it  will  not  be  amiss  to  suggest  an 
observation  or  two  upon  the  names  which  granmiarians  have 
given  to  these  parts  of  speech.  The  word  noim  is  derived  from 
the  Latin  n  o  m  e  n ,  a  name,  and  is  a  very  appropriate  designa- 
tion for  the  substantive,  which  is  properly  the  name  of  an  object 
English  grammarians  generally  include  under  the  noun  the  (id- 
jective^  and  speak  of  nouns  substantive  and  nouns  adjective.  The 
ground  of  this  nomenclature  is  the  theory,  that  the  adjective  is  to 
be  regarded  as  the  name  of  an  accident  or  quality  existing  not  in- 
dependently or  abstractly,  but  only  in  the  concrete,  and  that  the 
term  which  designates  an  accident  is  not  properly  entitled  to  a 
separate  grammatical  position,  but  must  be  considered  as  a  mere 
appendage  or  adjunct  of  the  substantive.  But  this  view  is  with- 
out any  solid  foundation.  The  verb  is  as  truly  the  naane  of  the 
act  or  status  it  represents,  as  the  adjective  of  the  quality  it  ex- 
presses, and  there  would  be  the  same  propriety  in  styling  the 
former  the  noun  verbal^  as  the  latter  the  noun  ac^ecU/ve.  The 
designations  novm,  stihstarUive  and  noun  adjectwe,  even  if  logical- 
ly accurate,  are  moreover  objectionable  for  grammatical  purposes, 
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as  being  awkward  and  unwieldy.  I  therefore  diBcard  them^  and 
though  I  may  occasionally  employ  mbstcmtive^  to  vary  the  phraee, 
yet  I  shall  generally  use  naum,  as  equivalent  to  noun  substantive, 
and  not  as  embracing  the  adjective,  which  I  consider  as  included 
in  it  only  by  a  misnomer. 

The  Boman  grammarians  applied  to  the  member  of  the  propo- 
sition which  predicates  of  a  subject  heing^  statCy  voUtiorij  action  or 
percepiiofiy  the  name  of  verbum,  or  the  word,  as  emphati- 
cally the  most  important  vocable  in  the  period,  or  as  the  word 
which  asserts,  and  in  a  sense  embodies  the  proposition ;  and  the 
term  verb,  conmionly  employed  in  most  European  languages,  like 
other  technical  words  of  modem  grammar,  is  derived  from  the 
Latin  appellation.  Oerman  philologists,  however,  commonly 
style  the  verb  Zeitwort,  time-word,  because  the  verb,  by  its 
form  or  by  the  aid  of  auxiliaries,  generally  expresses  the  period  of 
the  act  or  status  described,  as  past,  present,  or  future,  and  of  course 
involves  the  notion  of  time.  But  this  nomenclature  appears  to 
me  highly  objectionable.  Whenever  we  describe  or  name  an  ob- 
ject by  a  quality  either  unessential,  or  relatively  unimportant,  to 
our  conception  of  its  true  character,  we  utter  a  philological  un- 
truth, and  proclaim  a  philosophical  error.  We  can  as  easily  ab- 
stract the  notion  of  an  act  or  a  condition  from  time,  as  we  can 
that  of  color,  or  any  other  sensuous  quality.  We  can  as  well 
imagine  the  act  of  running,  or  striking,  without  any  reference  to 
the  period  when  the  act  takes  place,  as  we  can  the  property  of 
redness,  of  weight,  of  sourness,  or  sweetness,  and  therefore,  al- 
though the  variable  forms  of  verbs  usually  express  time,  yet  to 
the  primary  notion  conveyed  by  the  verb,  time  is  as  unessential 
as  it  is  to  our  conception  of  the  taste  of  an  orange.  We  may 
go  further,  and  affirm  that  in  strictness  all  verbs  express  pres- 
ent time,  when  they  refer  to  time  at  all.  In  the  process  of 
ratiocination,  we  think  by  general  terms  alone,  without  reference 
to  time,  but  it  is  certain  that  when  we  individualize  an  act  or 
state,  the  image  which  it  suggests  is  necessarily  a  present  one.  7 
ha/ue  done,  and  like  forms,  were  originally  present  or  aorist,  as  for 
example,  IKame  deposited  ten  povmda  with  the  Barings  meant  / 
ha/ce,  in  deposit  with  the  Ba/rings,  ten  pounds  ;  but,  as  in  order 
to  have  it  in  deposit,  a  previous  act  of  deposition  was  necessary, 
the  past  sense  was  gradually  attributed  to  the  phrase.    Whether 
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I  say,  "Mr.  Clnirch  painted  his  Heart  of  the  Andes  last  year,"  or 
"  Mr.  Church  will  paint  the  Jungfran  next  year,"  the  picture  and 
the  painter  are  not  past  or  future  to  my  imagination,  but  present ; 
and  therefore  the  verb  I  use  excites,  in  both  my  mind  and  that  of 
my  hearer,  a  notion  of  a  present  artist  and  a  present  act.  The 
imagination  lives  in  a  perpetual  now.  The  notion  of  an  individ- 
ual event  as  having  been  or  as  yet  to  be,  is  a  purely  logical  con- 
ception, and  only  general  propositions  which  exist  in  words  alone, 
only  that  which  we  cannot  picture  to  ourselves,  that  which  has  no 
specific  reality  and  is  only  a  mere  intellectual  figment,  can  be  de- 
tached from  the  notion  of  present  time  at  alL  In  most  languages, 
verbs  have  forms  which  exclude  the  notion  of  time,  as,  for  exam- 
ple, the  infinitive  as  used  in  modem  English ;  and  even  the  forms 
grammatically  expressive  of  time  are,  in  general  propositions,  em- 
ployed aoristically,  or  without  any  reference  to  time.  For  exam- 
ple, when  I  say,  ^^  birds  fly,"  I  do  not  affirm  that  birds  are  noto 
flying,  that  they  actually  did  fly,  or  will  fly,  at  any  past  or  future 
point  of  time,  but  simply  that  the  power  of  flight  is  at  all  times  an 
attribute  of  the  bird.  The  present  tense  of  the  verb  to^,  as  thus 
used,  is  as  absolutely  independent  of  time  as  the  noun  bird,  or  the 
adjective  red,  by  which  I  may  qualify  it.  If  the  expression  of 
time  is  an  liferent  necessity  of  the  verb,  special  forms  for  the 
future  as  well  as  the  present  and  the  past  ought  to  be  universal, 
but  in  most  modem  European  languages,  the  future  is  a  compound, 
the  elements  of  which  are  b,  present  auxiliary  and  an  aarist  infini- 
tive, for  in  the  phrases  I  shall  go,  he  vnU  go,  shall  and  fvtU  are 
in  the  present  tense,  and  go  is  aoristic  The  Anglo-Saxon,  with  a 
single  exception  in  the  case  of  a  substantive  verb,  had  absolutely  no 
mode  of  expressing  the  future  by  any  verbal  form,  simple  or  com- 
pound. The  context  alone  determined  the  time,  and  in  Grerman, 
in  the  Scandinavian  dialects,  and  in  English,  as  also  in  Italian  and 
in  the  other  modem  Latin  tongues,  the  future  is  very  commonly 
expressed,  as  it  is  in  Anglo-Saxon,  by  a  present.  Ich  gehe 
morgen  nach  Philadelphie,  I  go,  or  lam  gomg^  to 
Philadelphia  to-morrow^  are  more  frequently  used  by  Gtermans 
and  Englishmen  than  ich  werde  gehen,  I shaU or vnUgo ; 
and  the  adverbial  nouns  morgen  and  to-morrow^  not  the  verba 
gehen  and  go^  are  the  true  time-words.  The  use  of  the  pres- 
ent for  the  past,  too,  especially  in  spirited  narrative  and  in  poetry, 
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is  not  leas  familiar,  and  in  both  these  cases  the  expression  of  time 
belongs  to  the  grammatical  period,  not  to  the  verb. 

The  missionarj  Bowen,  whose  grammar  and  dictionary  of  the 
Yomba  langaage  are  about  to  be  published  by  the  Smithsonian 
Institution,  informs  us  that  in  that  tongue  the  verbs  have  no  in- 
flections whatever  for  mood,  tense,  number,  or  person,  and  that 
all  logical  and  grammatical  relations  of  the  verb  are  expressed  by 
partides  and  auxiliaries.  To  call  the  verb  the  tmia-word  is  there- 
fore to  name  it  by  an  accident,  not  by  an  essential  characteristic ; 
by  an  occasional,  not  a  universal  property.  In  fact,  nearly  the 
whole  modem  German  scientific  terminology  is  objectionable  for 
similar  reasons,  and,  as  I  have  before  attempted  to  show,  also  on 
higher  philosophical  grounds.  The  simple  word  verb  is  prefer- 
able to  any  other  designation,  not  because,  when  we  study  its 
etymology,  we  find  it  truly  descriptive,  as  indicating  the  relative 
importance  of  this  word  in  the  period,  but  precisely  for  the  op- 
posite reason,  namely,  that  to  English  ears  it  is  not  descriptive  at 
all,  but  purely  arbitrary,  and  therefore  is  susceptible  of  exact 
definition,  and  not  by  its  very  form  suggestive  of  incongruous 
images  or  mistaken  theory. 

The  simplest,  and  for  the  purposes  of  the  present  course,  the 
best  definition  of  the  noun  is  that  it  is  the  name  of  a  person,  place, 
or  thing,  of  that,  in  short,  which  may  be  an  object  of  thought, 
whether  as  a  sensuous  perception  or  as  an  intellectual  concep- 
tion, or  in  other  words,  that  which  may  be  the  subject  of  a 
proposition. 

Grammarians  and  logicians  divide  noxms  into  a  great  number 
of  classes,  but  we  shall  find  it  sufficient  for  our  object  to  regard 
only  the  most  general  division,  which  is  that  into  proper  nawns, 
or  names  of  individual  persons,  places,  or  things,  as  Cicero,  New 
York,  Great  Eastern ;  and  common  nouna^  which  are  applied  to 
whole  species,  genera,  classes,  as  man,  city,  ship. 

The  resemblance  between  the  noun,  as  an  English  part  of 
speech,  and  the  noun  of  other  languages,  is  closer  than  that 
between  the  verb  or  even  the  adjective  and  their  foreign  repre- 
sentatives. Our  noun  has  usually  the  distinction  of  number,  one 
infiection  of  case  (the  genitive  or  possessive)  and  sometimes  even 
gender;  so  that  all  the  formal  characteristics  of  this  class  of 
words  are  more  or  less  fully  exemplified  in  English  grammar, 
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which  does  not  distrngoifih  the  noun  by  Bjntactical  or  lo^cal 
peculiarities. 

Whatever  of  special  interest,  therefore,  attaches  to  the  English 
noun,  must  depend  upon  its  etymological  character,  or  the  extent 
to  which  it  may  be  derived  from,  or  converted  into,  other  parts 
of  speech,  the  changes  of  signification  which  particular  nouns 
undergo,  and  the  number  of  distinct  objects  to  which  our  Ian- 
guage  has  given  appropriate  names.  The  very  important  quee- 
tion  of  the  relation  between  the  signification  of  nouns  and  the 
moral  and  intellectual  character  of  those  who  employ  them,  has 
been  already  touched  upon,  and  its  more  full  consideration  be- 
longs elsewhere.  First,  then,  of  nouns  as  originative  or  deriva- 
tive, as  etymological  material,  or  etymological  product.  There 
are  languages  in  which  almost  all  words  may  interchangeably  as- 
sume every  syntactical  and  logical  relation,  and  each  root  in  its 
turn  run  through  idl  the  grammatical  categories.  Of  all  the  im- 
provements which  could  be  devised  for  speech,  if  speech  were 
susceptible  of  artificial  amelioration,  this  would  be  one  of  the 
most  convenient  Our  word  hrnid  may  serve  as  an  example  of 
this ;  we  have  from  this  root  the  verb  to  ha/nd^  to  deliver  by  hand, 
and  as  Milton  uses  it,  to  join  hands ;  the  verb  homdlej  to  use  or 
hold  with  the  hand,  to  manipulate,  and,  figuratively,  to  treat  of 
or  discuss ;  the  adjectives  handleable^  that  which  may  be  handled, 
Jumdless^  without  hands,  h/mdy^  skilful,  ingenious,  convenient, 
or  what  is  still  better  expressed  by  the  Latin  dexterous^  to  which 
the  etymological  correlative  would  be  righthcmdy  /  the  adverb 
hcmdUy^  skilfully ;  the  secondary  noun  hcmdle^  that  by  which  a 
thing  is  lifted,  and,  more  remotely,  the  adjective  hcmdsome^  and 
adverb  hmidsomdy^  which,  however,  are  of  doubtful  etymology, 
and  used  in  a  sense  very  divergent  from  that  of  the  supposed 
root.  Besides  these  derivatives,  we  have  numerous  compounds 
into  which  hwnd  enters,  but  these  do  not  belong  to  the  subject 
we  are  at  this  moment  pursuing.  The  power  of  thus  varying  the 
noun  is  a  real  advantage  which  modem  English  has,  or  had  (for 
at  present  we  make  much  less  use  of  it  than  formerly)  over  the 
Anglo-Saxon.  In  the  struggle  between  Norman  French  and 
Anglo-Saxon  after  the  Conquest,  the  native  dialect  of  England 
was  for  a  time  subdued,  and  undoubtedly  in  real  danger  of  ex 
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termination.  When  at  length  it  revived,  it  was  with  mnch  loss 
of  its  pristine  power.  Its  inflections  were  gone,  and  its  facility 
of  composition  very  mnch  restricted.  These  it  strove  in  vain  to 
r^ain,  bnt  in  its  efforts  it  stmck  ont  a  new  path  of  improvement, 
and  bnt  for  the  influence  of  classical  literature,  which  printing 
made  predominant,  and  the  consequent  introduction  of  numerous 
Latin  words  and  forms,  that  path  would  have  been  pursued  to  very 
important  results.*  The  Anglo-Saxon  was  rather  synthetical  than 
analytical  in  its  tendencies,  and  adopted  new  combinations  and  com- 
positions with  great  ease,  but  lent  itseK  less  readily  to  derivative 
changes.  Hence,  though  there  are,  I  think,  not  less  than  a  hun- 
dred Saxon  compounds  into  which  the  noun  Komd  enters,  yet  the 
only  true  derivatives  I  find  are  handlian  and  handle,  where- 
as we  have  made  five  or  six  new  English  uncompounded  words 
from  this  one  root.  At  present,  the  movement  is  quite  in  the 
contrary  direction,  and  we  incline  in  more  ways  than  one  to  bor- 
row from  foreign  sources  rather  than  to  grow  from  our  own 
germs,  and  manufacture  from  our  own  material  The  verbaliza- 
tion, if  I  may  so  express  it,  of  a  noun,  is  now  a  diflScult  matter, 
and  we  shrink  from  the  employment  even  of  well-authorized  old 
nominal  verbs.  It  is  to  old  English  that  we  owe  our  verbs  to  many 
to  hxmae^  to  horse^^  to  wood  and  to  water j  to  gam£y  to  saddle  and 
IridiUj  to  shiddy  tosaUj  tojme,  tofsh^  tofowl^  to  stone^  ijAJbpida/re^ 
Lat,)  to  dtiatj  {stdtiheriy  Gter.,  spolverarej  It.,)  to  sand  a  fioor^ 
to  iron  dothea  or  a  wagons  to  shoe  a  horsey  {ferrer  un  cKeoaly 
Fr.)  Shakespeare  and  Sylvester  even  go  the  length  of  forming 
a  verb  from  the  generic  name  of  a  divinity : 

Some,  OodcUng  Fortune,  idol  of  ambition ; 

podding  being  used  for  deifying.  To  dishea/rten  maintains  its 
ground,  but  the  place  of  its  converse  to  hearten  is  generally  sup- 
plied by  the  much  inferior  French  verb  to  encouro/gCy  though 
come  eminent  writers  have  lately  revived  our  excellent  old  word, 

*  See  Lecture  xviii. 

f  The  following  advertisement  is  an  example  of  an  arbitrary  meaning  1m« 
IXMed  for  want  of  expresstve  verbal  terminations :  The  Committee  of  Alder* 
men  invite  proposals  to  Hone  the  prison  vans.— DoiZy  Ifews, 
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and  at  least  the  participial  adjective  heartened  may  be  considered 
as  re-establiBhed.* 

Yerbfi  of  this  class  are  generally  from  Saxon  roots.  For  the 
most  part  they  refer  to  eensnons  objects  or  material  operations, 
and  they  are  nniformly  characterized  by  great  directness  and 
force  of  expression.  We  have,  in  some  few  cases,  applied  this 
process  to  nouns  of  foreign  origin,  as^  for  example,  to  station  and 
to  post  a  sentry,  toprovi&ion  a  fortress,  to  ffirdle  a  tree,  Uyjprefaoe 
an  address,  and  Milton  has  ^^to  syUcHU  men's  names";  but  such 
cases  are  not  frequent. 

The  Anglo-Saxon  nouns  had  a  large  number  of  characteristic 
endings,  by  which  they  were  distinguished  from  other  parts  of 

*  Gk)W6r  made  a  noon  of  the  yerb  imB, 

But  yet  is  nought  my  f est  all  plain. 
But  i^U  of  \Dol&%  and  of  wisshes,  &c. 

(hnf.  Am.  Pauli,  m.  82. 

Bereral  examples  of  the  use  of  io  out  as  a  verb  will  be  found  in  Richardson. 
There  is  some  confusion  between  this  verb  and  the  legal  term  io  <nut,  which 
has  been  supposed  to  be  from  the  French  0  ter  (os t er),  and  aiut  may  be  but 
a  Gkdlidzed  orthography  of  out.  The  word  auUng  in  the  sense  of  excursion. 
Journey,  is  now  a  common  colloquialism,  made  familiar,  perhaps,  by  Mrs. 
Whitney's  PaUenee  Strong's  Outings. 

Foreigners  and  children  often  seize  on  the  primitive  analogies  of  language, 
and  by  an  unconscious  generalization  employ  forms  of  expression,  which, 
though  so  nearly  obsolete  as  to  strike  us  as  un-English,  are  nevertheless  strictly 
idiomatic.  Hence  they  constanUy  employ  noims  for  verbs,  and  few  Americans 
have  travelled  in  Europe  without  being  asked  by  Continental  servants  ambi- 
tious of  displaying  their  English,  "  Did  you  beUf"  for  "  Did  you  ring?  "  Chil- 
dren will  say  "  i^  mnds"  for  "  it  blows,",  and  in  this  instance  they  create,  not 
revive,  a  Saxon  verb,  for  neither  the  Anglo-Saxon  nor  the  Scandinavian  lan- 
guages possess  a  verb  conjugate  to  the  noim  wind,  and  corresponding  to  the 
Hceso-Gothic  vaian  and  the  Gkrman  wehen. 

In  old  English  and  Scottish  popular  poetry,  ballads  especially,  mp  lane,  or 
lone,  her  lone,  are  often  used  for  I  alone,  she  alone,  &c.  I  lately  heard  a  child 
of  three  years  old  say,  on  several  different  occasions :  "  Put  me  into  the  swing : 
I  can't  get  up  my  lone.** 

Alone,  as  well  as  the  corresponding  word  in  all  the  Gk>thic  languages,  is  a 
compound  of  aU  and  one,  and  it  is  altogether  recent  in  origin,  for  it  does  not 
exist  in  Anglo-Saxon,  Old-Northern,  MoBso-Gk)thic,  Old-High-Gterman,  or  even 
Middle-High-German,  though  it  is  found  in  the  modem  representatives  of  all 
these  dialects.  Robert  of  Gloucester  has  al  one,  as  ''  The  Yortiger  was  al  one," 
and  Robert  de  Brunne,  alone,  at  least  according  to  the  printed  copies ;  but,  in 
general,  the  words  were  written  separately,  and  syntactically  connected  with 
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qpeeck.  Some  of  these  probably  were  mere  dialectic  differences, 
bnt  they  were,  no  donbt,  all  originally  significant  of  gender, 
quality,  action,  or  state,  thongh  there  are  many  of  them  to  which 
no  distinct  force  can  now  be  assigned,  even  in  the  earliest  forms 
in  which  the  language  has  come  down  to  ns.  In  modem  English 
these  endings  have,  in  great  part,  been  dropped  or  transformed, 
or  have  lost  their  significance,  and  are  no  longer  distingoishable 
as  expresfiiye  elements  of  the  nonn.     Some  of  them,  however,  are 

in  active,  thongh  constantly  diminiRhing  nse,  and  still  retain  their 

■^^—i ^^"^^i— i^-^^^— ^^— ^^^■■^^^— ^■~-"~^^^'^"^'^— ^■^■^■^~^^^~^^^^^^^^^'^^^^^— — ^~~~      ■^^^^^^— 

the  objective  of  a  penonal  or  sometiines  a  possessive  pronoim,  nntQ  near  the 
dose  of  the  fourteenth  century.    Thus  Qower : 

But,  for  he  may  nought  aU  him  one 
In  sundry  places  do  ^utice,  &c. 

PanU's  ed.,  m.  17a 

The  king,  which  made  mochel  mono, 

Tho  stoMl  as  who  saith  aU  him  one 

Withoute  wife,  &c  Ibid.,  m.  28S. 

AU  min  one.  Ibid.,  L  45. 

Walking  mffn  one.  Piers  Floaghman,  154. 

In  the  Hanowing  of  Hell,  a  religions  poem  written  not  far  from  the  year 
1800,  pabliabed  by  Halliwell,  Dominus  says  to  Satan : 

Ant  thou  Shalt  wyte  wd  to  day 
That  mine  wolle  y  have  away. 
Wen  thou  bUevest  ai  thvn  one, 
Thenne  myht  thou  grede  and  grone. 

Halliwell  renders  the  verse,  "  Wen  thou  bUevest  al  thyn.  one,"  "  When  thou 
hast  none  but  thine  own  left."  This  Gkmett  contemptuously  cites  as  an  in- 
stance of  the  way  in  which  Halliwell  "  can  pervert  the  sense  of  the  very  plainest 
passages,"  and  he  explains  the  verse  by  ascribing  to  bileoeet  the  sense  of  loeest, 
ren&UTieeet,  so  that  the  meaning  would  be,  **  When  thou  loeest  all  thine  own," 
that  is,  all  the  souls  of  the  patriarchs  and  prophets  in  the  limbus  pcUrum,  who 
were  released  by  Christ  on  his  ascension,  and  whom  Satan  had  claimed  as  his 
own. 

But  Gkumetf  s  error  is  as  gross  as  Halliwell's.  Christ  could  not  be  supposed 
to  admit  that  these  souls  were  Satan's  oton,  and  the  true  meaning  of  the  pas- 
sage is,  when  thou  remadneet  alone,  the  limbus  being  left  vacant  by  the  rescue 
of  the  souls  whom  Christ  carried  up  to  Paradise. 

It  is  true  that  not  much  importance  can  be  attached  to  the  orthography  of 
one,  but  I  know  no  instance  in  which  oton  is  spelled  one;  and  the  sense  of  r^ 
main  continued  to  be  sometimes  ascribed  to  bOeve  as  late  as  the  time  of  Chaucer. 
See  Cant  T.,  10897. 
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original  power.  Such  is  the  syllable  -erj  which  we  add  to  the  in- 
finitive of  verbs,  and  thus  form  verbal  nouns  signifying  tlie  agent 
or  subject  of  the  verb  from  which  it  is  derived.  Thus  a  runner 
is  he  who  runs,  a  writ^  he  who  writes.  This  ending,  with  more 
or  less  difference  of  orthography,  is  common  to  all  the  Scandi- 
navian, Teutonic,  and  Komance  tongues,  and  the  convenience,  not 
to  say  the  necessity,  of  such  a  form  will  probably  keep  it  alive  in 
all  of  them,  in  spite  of  the  general  effort  of  modem  languages  to 
free  themselves  from  grammatical  characteristics.  The  fact  that 
it  exists  in  all  the  sources  from  which  our  general  vocabulary  is 
drawn,  commends  it  to  us  as  an  essential  element  of  speech,  and 
we  apply  it  indiscriminately  to  verbal  roots  from  whatever  <Higin 
derived.  Although  I  am  much  averse  to  orthographical  novelties, 
yet  I  admit  there  is  force  in  the  arguments  which  have  been 
urged  for  the  spelling  -er  in  preference  to  -or,  even  in  words  of 
Latin  etymology,  and  I  think  we  should  gain  both  in  uniformity 
and  in  expressiveness  by  the  general  adoption  of  the  Saxon  form. 
This  tennination  was  originaUy  maacaline  exdasively,  the  cor- 
responding  Anglo-Saxon  feminine  termination  being -st re,  as 
seamestre,  still  extant  in  the  form  seamster  or  8emj>ster.  I 
find  no  positive  evidence  to  show  that  the  termination  -^er  was 
ever  regarded  as  a  distinctive  feminine  ending  in  English,*  and 

*  In  Piers  Ploughman,  v.  484-7,  we  have  this  passage : 

Baksteres  and  hrewesterei 
And  bochicrs  manye ; 
Wollen  wehhesters 
And  weverea  of  lynnen. 

There  is  nothing  in  the  context  which  would  authorize  the  inference  that 
the  ending  in  these  words  is  indicative  of  sex,  but  at  verse  2901-2,  we  read. 

My  wif  was  a  webbe 
And  wollen  cloth  made : 

which  gives  some  countenance  to  the  supposition  that  the  weaving  of  wooUem 

was  a  feminine  occupation,  and  therefore  that  wdttier  meant  a  female  weaver. 

Brewes^tf  and  bakstor«  occur  at  verse  1614  of  the  same  poem,  but  there  is 

nothing  in  the  period  to  indicate  the  sex,  and  the  same  remark  applies  to  spyn- 

nesUres  In  verse  2008,  and  wafreafera  in  verse  8772.    Wafrw  is  applied  to  a 

male  seller  of  wafers  in  verse  8478,  but  regraf^  to  an  occupation  exorcised  by 

a  woman,  in  verse  2928  : 

Rose  theregnU^ 
Was  hire  righte  name. 

Halliwell  says  haJcester  is  used  in  Derbyshire  for  a  female  baker,  and  he  sop- 
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I  believe  spinster  is  the  only  remaining  word  of  this  formation 
which  is  confined  to  the  female  sex.  Bnt  here,  the  signification 
in  which  the  word  is  now  alone  nsed,  that  of  an  unmarried  woman, 
determines  the  gender,  and  the  ending  has  no  grammatical  force. 
Besides  the  general  tendency  of  English  to  the  rejection  of  dis- 
tinctive forms,  there  was,  in  this  case,  a  special  reason  for  discard- 
ing an  ending,  which  the  introduction  of  so  many  foreign  words 
with  the  same  terminal  syllable  had  made  too  ambiguous  to  serve 
any  longer  its  original  purpose.  The  number  of  English  words 
in  -steTy  taken  directly  from  foreign  languages,  or  formed  from 
roots  ending  in  -^ty  is  not  less  than  one  hundred,  and  most  of  these 

poses  both  bakat&r  and  InvwH&r  to  be  feminine  in  the  passages  cited  from  Piers 
Ploughman,  but  certainly  without  internal  evidence.  He  also  gives  setD€i&r  as 
a  feminine  noun  in  the  Somersetshire  dialect,  and  cites  the  Promptorium  Par- 
mlonim  to  the  same  purpose. 

Dyvifniitre  is  used  by  Chaucer  in  the  Knightes  Tale,  v.  2818,  and  as  it  is  ap- 
plied to  the  narrator  of  the  tale,  it  was  certainly  masculine.  Family  names 
are  usually,  if  not  always,  derived  from  the  male  ancestor,  and  Baxter, 
(bakester,)  Brewster,  and  Webster,  were  therefore  probably  used  as  masculines 
at  a  veiy  early  period. 

In  Wright's  Vocab.  An.,  VoL  I.,  pp.  181,  194,  282,  textor,  Lat.,  is  defined 
as  webiter,  Eng.  In  the  same  volume,  Aelfric's  Glossary,  p.  84,  pitior  is  ex- 
plained as,  A.  S.  baeere;  p.  88,  as  baeestre;  p.  98,  as  bahutre;  p.  194,  pan- 
doxatrix  is  explained  as  bttettare,  and  on  p.  200,  branatrix,  as  brewater. 

Among  the  various  readings  in  the  Wyclifflte  versions,  I  find  several  in- 
stances of  feminine  nouns  in  -Mt&r,  They  are,  daunstere,  Ecclus.  ix.  4 ;  dtoelstdre, 
Jer.  xxi.  18 ;  wilstere,  Jer.  iz.  17 ;  9leestere,  Tobit  iii.  9 ;  syngstere,  II.  Paral. 
XXXV.  25,  and  I.  Esdras  ii.  65,  and,  in  one  instance,  in  the  text  of  Purvey's 
version,  II.  Kings  xix.  85.  With  this  last  exception,  the  texts  employ, 
dauTUgresse,  dtoeBere89e,  wedereste,  sleeresse,  and  iyngereue,  or  icaman-^ynger. 
Other  remarkable  feminines  in  these  versions  are,  diadpliase,  devouresse,  «9r- 
taiunte$$e,  and  thraUeMe, 

P.  Ploughman,  Vision,  8087,  has  "  Beton  the  brewetiere"  where  the  context 
shows  it  to  be  feminine,  and  v.  8688,  "As  a  ihepsteres  shere,''  feminine  also, 
^epsiere  not  meaning  a  theepshearer,  as  Wright  erroneously  supposes,  but  a 
iwmaireM,  as  appears  from  Palsgrave,  v.  shspHarre,  and  Nares,  v.  shepst&r, 
Sheptter  is  ihapetier,  one  who  shapes,  forms,  or  cuts  out,  linen  garments. 

Tambestere,  a  female  dancer,  occurs  more  than  once  in  Chaucer,  and  fruU- 
esters.  Cant.  Tales,  12412,  is  apparently  feminine.  Minshcw  makes  seamster 
feminine,  and  Ben  Jonson,  in  the  Sad  Shepherd,  II.  8,  employs  sew'ster  as  a 
feminine,  but  in  a  rustic  dialect.  On  the  other  hand,  we  find  in  P.  Plough- 
man, Vision,  4798,  eanonistres  masculine.  There  is,  then,  no  doubt  that  this 
termination  was  sometimes  regarded  as  a  feminine,  but  such  does  not  appeal 
ever  to  have  been  the  geiwnX  English  usage. 

12 
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are  either  mascnline  or  incapable  of  gender,  while  of  Saxon  worda 
originally  feminine  with  this  ending,  I  believe  that  semp^^, 
song^^,  and  spin^^  are  the  only  ones  still  extant  Songster 
and  sempster  may  be  of  either  gender,  although  they  are  no  donbt 
derivatives  of  the  Saxon  feminines  sangistreand  seamestre^ 
and  not,  as  Webster  strangely  supposes,  formed  from  the  radical, 
and  the  root  of  the  verb  to  ste&r!^  The  fact  that  the  termination 
-e^  has  been  applied  to  both  these  words,  to  make  them  feminine, 
shows  that  the  ending  -^Aer  was  not  considered  as  certainly  indic- 
ative of  gender.  Itisnotusedasafeminine  sign  in  Layamon, 
in  the  Ormulum,  or,  as  I  believe,  in  Bobert  of  Gloucester.  We 
may  therefore  conclude  that  it  is  not  to  be  regarded  as  having 
ever  had  any  binding  force  in  English  grammar. 

The  feminine  ending  -^s  is  an  indirect  derivative  of  the  Latin 
termination  -tb,  but  it  has  never  been  very  freely  used  in  English, 
and  has  been  applied  to  few  native  radicals.  Indeed,  it  has  been 
dropped  from  many  alien  words  to  which  it  was  formerly  at- 

tached.t 

We  stiU  possess  and  employ,  tiiough  witii  reluctance,  tiie 
diminutive  ending  in  -Jm/g^  as  in  godi/ng^  nesQmg^  nvrdmg^  in 
which  last  word  the  root  is  Romance,  but  the  coincidence  of  this 
termination  with  that  of  the  modem  form  of  the  active  participle, 
and  the  number  of  verbal  nouns  derived  from  roots  ending  in 
-le^  have  nearly  deprived  it  of  its  significance,  and  the  Norman 
diminutive  in  -et  has  gradually  supplanted  it,  even  in  words  of 
Saxon  origin.  The  endings  in  .e^^, -A^xx^  and  ^Atp  are  stiU  em- 
ployed, but  with  constantly  diminishing  frequency,  and  the  termi- 
nation in  -nesSy  indicative  of  quality,  and  that  in  -er^  of  action,  are 
the  only  Saxon  finals  which  can  be  said  to  have  fairly  maintained 
their  ground.  The  former  of  these,  as  well  as  the  latter,  we  have 
applied  to  French  and  Latin  roots  without  any  feeling  of  incon- 
gruity, but  the  present  course  of  the  language  is  adverse  to  the 
formation  of  new  words  of  this  class,  and  of  the  fifteen  hundred 
nouns  ending  in  -ness  contained  in  Walker's  rhyming  Dictionary, 
a  very  large  number  are  already  obsolete,  if  indeed  ever  authorized. 

•  Webster's  Dictionary,  under  songster, 

f  Spottsesse,  casinesse,  saidsynneressef  occur  in  Wyclifle's  New  Testament*  and 
saintess  in  Bishop  Fisher's  works.  FuUer,  Comment  on  Ruth,  p.  104^  has 
$hee-saini. 
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The  place  of  the  obsolete  and  obeoleecent  Saxon  nominal  termi- 
nations has  been  in  part  sapplied  by  Latin  and  French  endings  in 
4j/j  -ion  -udsj  -v/re^  -esSy  'icSj  and  -merUy  but  there  is  very  gener« 
ally  a  reluctance  to  adapt  these  to  Saxon  roots,  which  much  re- 
stricts the  formation  of  nouns  from  other  words.  JBeUermerUj 
much  used  by  the  best  writers  of  the  seventeenth  century  in  the 
sense  of  imprcvemmUj  growing j  or  mdki/ng  better j  either  in  a 
moral  or  a  physical  sense,  has  nearly  gone  out  of  use,  and  is  hardly 
employed  except  as  a  technical  term  in  the  jurisprudence  of  some 
of  our  States.  Spenser's  tmruUment  dooR  not  appear  to  have  been 
much  employed  by  other  writers,  if  indeed  not  altogether  peculiar 
to  himself.*  In  the  case  of  ^n^t^i^m^n^,  we  feel  no  such  reluctance, 
and  the  reason  is,  that  though  we  have  the  word  list  in  Anglo- 
Saxon,  in  the  sense  of  a  border,  yet  liety  a  roll,  whence  our  verb 
to  enlist,  is  probably  French,  and  we  readily  adjoin  a  French 
nominal  ending  to  a  verb  of  French  etymology.  We  have  more 
than  three  hundred  English  verbal  nouns  with  the  ending  -^mentj 
of  which  only  fifteen  or  twenty  are  from  Saxon  roots,  and  the 
proportion  of  native  nouns  with  other  foreign  endings  is  scarcely 
larger.  Were  all  these  Latin  and  French  terminations  as  readily 
applicable  to  Saxon  roots  as  are  the  Saxon  endings  to  foreign  radi- 
cals, we  could  hardly  be  said  to  have  suffered  a  loss  by  the  ex- 
change of  one  class  for  the  other,  inasmuch  as  the  Gothic  charac- 
teristic is  not  essentially  more  expressive  than  the  Koman.  But 
with  respect  to  the  prefixes  applied  to  nouns  the  case  seems  to  me 
otherwise.  For  instance,  our  inseparable  prefixes  mds  and  warij 
which,  until  the  invention  of  printing  familiarized  the  English 
mind  and  ear  with  the  prefixes  of  the  classical  languages,  were 
applied  to  the  noun  and  the  adjective,  as  w.ll  as  to  the  verb,  had 
greater  force  of  expression  than  any  of  the  particles  which  have 
been  introduced  to  supply  their  place.  The  negative  or  privative 
fsn-y  was  also  formerly  freely  applied  to  nouns,  as  it  is  at  this  day 
in  Q^rman,  such  words  as  an  ungenilemcmj  imnoblenesSj  tmhapj 
tmkimnyngej  (ignorance,)  trnpower^  (impotence,)  tmright,  and  the 
like,  often  occurring  in  old  writers.     In  words  of  latin  origin, 

*Regal  or  regul,  a  rule,  occurs  in  Anglo-Saxon,  as  well  as  in  most  of 
the  (Gothic  dialects,  and  therefore  is  no  stranger  to  English  ears,  but  whethef 
it  is  a  native  or  a  borrowed  word  is  a  matter  of  much  doubt. 
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modem  English  generally  substitutes  non  for  the  inseparable  parti- 
cle mirj  as  narirconformiiyf  though  we  still  say  uncar^armoMe 
strata.* 

A  curious  mode  of  changing,  extending,  or  restricting  the  sense 
of  nouns,  not  indeed  peculiar  to  English,  is  by  ascribing  different 
meanings  to  the  singular  and  the  plural  Thus  in  some  com- 
munities, where  social  revolutions  are  frequent,  where  the  low  of 
one  generation  are  the  lofty  of  the  next,  and  where  at  the  same 
time  there  is  so  little  of  honest  pride,  that  the  son  is  aahamed  of 
the  paternal  virtues  to  which  he  owes  his  own  high  position,  it  is 
very  bad  xnsjmers  to  ask  a  gentleman,  what  was  his  father's  call- 
ing, and  yet  the  manner  of  putting  the  question  may  be  wholly 
unexceptionable ;  and  on  the  other  hand,  one  may  scrupulously 
conform  to  every  rule  of  good  breeding,  and  therefore  be  entitled 
to  the  praise  of  good  majmerSy  while  the  mann^  of  every  action 
may  be  ungraceful,  or  even  almost  ungracious.  And  when  it  was 
asked  whether  a  wealthy  lawyer  had  acquired  his  great  riches  by 
his  -pTBjctioey  there  was  a  terrible  satire  in  the  answer :  "  Yes,  by 
his  practi(je«." 

The  formation  of  abstract  nouns  from  the  adjective,  or  rather 
the  use  of  the  adjective  itseK  as  an  abstract  noun,  is  an  important 
feature  of  many  languages,  but  not  suited  to  the  genius  of  modem 
English,  because  the  want  of  distinctions  of  gender  in  our  adjee- 
tives  makes  all  such  expressions  equivocal.  We  do  indeed,  copy- 
ing from  the  Greek,  use  the  adjective  ieaiUifuly  in  the  form  the 
heaiUifidj  to  express  the  quality  or  essence  of  beauty,  but  as  the 
form  of  the  adjective  does  not  indicate  number  or  gender,  it  is 
not  in  such  phrases  necessarily  taken  abstractly,  as  is  ro  xaXdv  in 
Greek.  Kouns  of  this  sort  have  a  very  peculiar  force  in  languages 
which,  like  Greek  and  German,  admit  them,  nor  can  their  place 
be  exactly  supplied  by  any  periphrase.  The  ro  xaXov  of  the 
Greeks,  the  das  Schone  of  the  Germans,  have  no  predse 
English  equivalent,  and  the  loss  of  the  neuter  adjective,  and  con- 
sequently of  the  abstract  noun  formed  from  it,  in  modem  English, 
is  a  serious  deficiency  in  our  philosophical  and  critical  vocabulary. 

*  Trench  employs  unaequairUanee,  a  hybrid  authorized  by  good  writevs, 
though  now  little  used. 

On  the  Auth.  Version  of  the  New  Testament,  chmptir  IL 
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The  only  striking  peculiarity  of  the  English  adjective,  as  com- 
pared with  the  same  part  of  speech  in  other  langoages,  is  its  in- 
Tariability,  or  its  want  of  distinct  forms  for  differ^it  cases,  gen- 
ders^ and  nnmbers.  The  irreconcilability  of  the  Korman  and  the 
Saxon  modes  of  inflecting  adjectives  compelled  the  English  to 
discard  them  both,  but  the  Saxon  endings  of  number  especially 
were  not  given  up  until  the  fifteenth  century,  and  some  of  them  held 
out  later.  Hooker,  who  speUs  the  adjective  dear  without  an  e  in 
the  singular,  in  using  it  as  a  plural  noun,  spells  it  deare,  and  says 
«my  dear^ ''  for  my  dear*,  where  a  modem  sermonizer  would  in- 
troduce  a  noun,  and  say  ^^  my  dear  hearers."  Another  remarks- 
ble  fonn  in  a  single  inBtaace  Borvived  almost  a«  long.  Irrferto 
ald&Ty  or,  sometimes  and  more  properly  aUer^  the  genitive  plural 
of  the  adjective  all.  Thus  our  alder  fiUhery  our  oiler  father, 
means  father  of  us  aD  ;  alder  or  aUer  being  properly  an  adjective, 
and  our  used  as  a  personal,  not  an  adjective,  pronoun  in  the  gen- 
itive plural.  Palsgrave  very  frequently,  and  indeed  most  usually, 
gives  the  adjective  a  plural  form  in  e  where  it  follows  the  noun, 
as  verbs  passive*,  verbs  actyve*  personaUe*. 

There  was,  for  a  long  time,  an  increasing  inclination  to  reject 
the  regular  comparative  and  superlative  degrees,  and  to  substitute 
in  all  eases  the  comparison  by  more  and  moatj  a  construction  Nor- 
man in  form,  though  the  qualifying  adverbs  are  Saxon.  The 
prevalence  of  this  latter  method  at  the  period  in  question  was  one 
of  the  fruits  of  that  Grallic  influence,  which,  during  the  early  and 
latter  part  of  the  seventeenth  century,  so  seriously  threatened  the 
literary  and  linguistic  as  well  as  the  political  nationality  of  Eng- 
land, but  happily  we  have  now  returned  to  our  native  allegiance, 
and  the  legitimate  and  expressive  Saxon  inflection  has  recovered 
its  lawful  ascendency.*    The  rejection  of  the  signs  of  case,  gender, 

♦  We  employ,  in  polysyllabic  adjectives  the  inflected  superlative  more  freely 
than  the  inflected  comparative,  for  the  reason  that  the  ending  er  has  a  different 
signiflcance  when  applied  to  nouns,  and  therefore  an  adjective  compared  by 
that  ending  might  be  confoimded  with  a  noun  of  like  form.     See  Lecture  vi. 

The  following  extract  from  a  letter,  written  about  1470,  shows  a  curious  suo- 
oeasion  of  superlatives  in  both  modes  of  comparison :  *'  Ye  most  oorteys  gen- 
tylest  wysest  kyndest  most  companabyll  freest  largeest  most  bownteous 
knyght  my  Lord  the  Erie  of  Arran.  *  *  *  He  is  on  the  lyghtcst  delyuerst  best 
ipoken  fayrest  Archer  devowghtest  most  p'  fyghte  and  trewest  to  hys  Lady  ol 
all  the  EnyghtyB  tfaat  ever  I  was  aqweyntyd  wt."— Paston  Letters,  11.  96. 
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and  nnmber  is  attended  with  the  common  inconvenience  of  all  our 
syntax,  the  neoessitj  of  assigning  to  the  adjective,  as  well  as  to 
other  words,  a  fixed  position  in  the  period ;  bat  in  point  of  force 
and  precision  of  expression,  little  has  been  lost  by  discarding  the 
inflections  of  this  part  of  speech,  and  especially  the  saperfluooa 
distinction  between  the  definite  and  the  indefinite  forms. 

The  English  verb,  in  common  with  that  of  the  Germanic  dia- 
lects, is  distinguished  from  the  Latin  and  Greek  by  the  want  of  a 
passive  voice  and  of  fatore  tenses,  by  the  fewness  of  its  past 
tenses,  and  by  the  admission  of  the  letter-change  as  a  mode  of 
conjugation.  I  shall  notice  hereafter  a  tendency  of  early  Eng- 
lish to  the  creation  of  new  verbal  forms,*  but  I  have  not  detected 
any  unequivocal  trace  of  a  rudimental  passive,  of  the  development 
of  which  the  Swedish  and  Danish  offer  so  interesting  an  example, 
or  of  a  true  future,  for  the  occasional  coalescence  of  loiU  and  shall 
with  the  verb  to  be,  as  vnlbe  and  shaJhe^  is  rather  a  matter  of  or- 
thographical and  typographical  convenience  than  a  granmiatical 
agglutination.  It  is  a  curious  fact  that  the  Bomance  languages, 
as  well  as  the  Bomaic,  at  one  period  of  their  history,  all  rejected 
the  ancient  inflected  futures,  and  formed  new  compound  or  aux- 
iliary ones,  employing  for  that  purpose  the  verbs  wiJl  and  shaU^ 
or  have  in  the  sense  of  duty  or  necessity,  though  French,  Italian, 
Spanish,  and  Portuguese  have  now  agglutinated  the  inflnitive  and 
auxiliary  into  a  simple  future-f  Why  is  it  that  the  Gothic  lan- 
guages have  always  possessed  a  past  tense,  never  a  future  \  Why 
did  the  Komance  dialects  retain  the  Latin  past  forms,  and  reject 
the  Latin  future?  A  philological  fact  of  so  comprehensive  a 
nature  must  have  some  common  psychological  ground,  for  we 
certainly  cannot  ascribe  it  to  any  external  linguistic  influence. 
It  is  perhaps  not  an  absurd  suggestion,  that  we  may  find  the  ex- 
planation in  the  habits  of  thought  and  feeling  resulting  from 
states  of  society,  which  had  too  little  of  the  elements  of  stable 
security,  steady  progress,  and  seductive  hope,  to  encourage  much 
speculation  as  to  what  the  morrow  might  bring  forth.  To  our 
rude  ancestors,  and  to  the  people  of  southern  Europe  in  the  mid- 
dle ages,  the  present  was  full  of  stem  necessities ;  the  past,  of  hard 
and  painfully  impressed  realities.    The  future  offered  but  dim 

*  See  Lecture  xviii  \  See  Lecture  zv. 
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oncertaintieB,  and  hopeless  antidpatioiis.  Hence  the;  lived,  not 
in  a  dream-land  of  the  imagination  to  be  realized  in  the  good  time 
coming,  but  in  a  now  which  demanded  the  exertion  of  their  might- 
iest energies,  or  in  t^jpastj  whose  actuality  had  stamped  itself  upon 
their  inmost  natures.  The  future  was  too  doubtful  to  justify  the 
employment  of  words  implying  prediction  or  even  hope,  and  they 
appropriated  to  it  forms  indicatiye  of  a  present  purpose,  determina- 
tion, or  duty,  not  of  prophecy  or  of  expectation. 

The  English  verb  is  moreover  distinguished  from  that  of  most 
other  languages  by  the  remarkable  peculiarity  of  wanting  charac- 
teristic radical  forms.  To  this  observation  there  are  a  few  excep- 
tions. We  have  the  Greek  and  French  ending  -ize,  as  in  energize^ 
the  Latin  -o^,  as  in  create^  and  the  Latin  and  French  -fy^  as  to 
fructify^  to  specify.  But  these  are  employed  only  with  Greek, 
Latin,  and  French  roots ;  and  such  anomalous  derivatives  as  Syl- 
Teeter's  Ixywndify  and  our  American  happifyhAYemet  with  little 
fsuccess,!  so  that  these  endings  are  rather  to  be  considered  as  ele- 
ments of  the  imported  word  than  as  possessing  a  properly  English 
significance.  We  have  also  the  Saxdn  prefix  be-j  as  to  iedetOy  to 
hdeoffueTy  generally  applied  only  to  verbal  and  nominal  roots, 
though  we  sometimes  verbalize  an  adjective  by  the  aid  of  this 
prefix,  as  to  teaotj  which  is  authorized  by  Milton  and  Shakespeare. 
But  this  formation  is  repugnant  to  the  language,  and  nothing  but 
the  want  of  a  good  synonym  has  enabled  Mr.  Jefferson's  verb  to 
hdUHe  to  keep  its  place.  The  English  verb,  like  that  of  most 
other  languages,  is,  in  the  majority  of  cases,  derived  from  a  noun, 
and  the  want  of  a  specific  verbal  form  renders  the  transfer  of  a 
word  from  the  class  of  nouns  to  that  of  verbs  perfectly  idiomatic 
and  proper,  though,  as  I  have  just  remarked,  we  now  rarely  em- 
ploy that  process.  There  is  one  important  ending,  however,  by 
the  aid  of  which  we  may  convert  adjectives  into  verbs.  This  is 
the  ending  -en^  as  to  black^;i.  The  resemblance  between  this  form 
and  the  Saxon  infinitive  ending-an ,  naturally  suggests  the  suppo- 
sition of  their  identity,  and  this  view  would  seem  to  be  confirmed 
by  the  fact  that  it  is  applied  to  Saxon  radicals  only,  but  grammari- 
ans generally  consider  the  coincidence  of  sound  accidental,  and  the 

*Bev.  F.  W.  Robertson,  in  his  Sermom,  uses  toberiee, 

t  Robertson  uses  happffled. — Address  to  Working  Man's  Institute. 
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modem  termination  in  -^n,  which  is  not  the  sign  of  a  mood  like 
the  Saxon  -an,  but  the  characteristic  of  a  part  of  speech,  is  re- 
garded as  the  development  of  a  new  grammatical  form.  A  few 
verbs  of  this  dass,  as  lengthen^  strengthenj  heighten^  are  derived 
from  nouns,  the  nonn  being  probably  employed  instead  of  the 
conjugate  adjective  for  orthoepical  reasons,  but,  in  general,  only 
adjectives  expressing  the  sensaous  qualities  of  objects  at  present 
admit  of  this  change.  In  earlier  stages  of  the  langnage  it  was 
otherwise.  In  the  Ormnlum  we  find  to  gooden^  to  make  good, 
also  to  benefit,  and  Milton  and  Sonthey  employ  the  verb  to  war^en^ 
to  make  or  grow  worse,  but  this  has  unhappily  fallen  into  disuse.* 
The  reason  of  this  is  doubtless  to  be  found  in  the  disposition 
which  long  prevailed  to  restrict  the  employment  of  Saxon  words 
to  the  expression  of  the  material  and  the  sensuous,  and  to  borrow 
the  phraseology  of  moral  and  intellectual  discourse  from  the 
Greek,  the  Latin,  and  the  French. 

The  English  substantive  verb,  or  that  which  expresses  bemgj 
and  which  in  most  instances  serves  only  as  a  copula  to  connect  the 
subject  and  the  predicate,t  partakes  of  the  irregularity  which 
generally  marks  the  conjugation  of  the  corresponding  verb  in 
other  languages.  Its  different  parts  are  doubtless  derived  from 
different  radicals,  for  he  and  am  can  hardly  be  supposed  to  be 

*  In  Wycliffe's  time,  the  ad jectire  was  often  used  as  a  verb,  without  any 
change  of  form  except  such  as  was  occasioned  by  the  inflections  then  in  use. 
Thus,  Matthew  xxiii.  12 :  "  Forsothe  he  that  shal  At^hym  self  shal  hemekid; 
and  he  that  shal  meeke  hym  self  shal  ben  enhaunsid."  And  in  Luke  ziv.  11 : 
"  And  he  that  mekUh  him  self,  shal  be  highed"  Wotton  makes  Jume^t  a  verb, 
with  no  change  but  that  of  inflection. 

"  The  pretence,  whereby  a  desperate  discontented  assassinate  would  after  the 
perpetration  have  Tionested  a  meer  private  revenge."  Reliquise,  1651,  p.  84. 
The  use  of  the  passive  form  assassinate  for  assassin  is  also  noticeable  in  this 
extract. 

Gower  uses  mars  and  less  as  transitive  verbs. 

What  he  woll  make  lasse,  he  lasseth. 
What  he  woll  make  more  he  mareth. 

Pauli's  ed..  III.  147. 
So  that  it  mighte  nought  be  mored.  Ibid,,  254. 

The  verbs  to  less  and  to  honest  are  both  found  in  the  older  Wyclifflte  version, 
the  former  in  Ecdus.  xviii.  5,  xix.  5,  7,  where  the  later  text  has  make  lesae  and 
mctde  lesse  ;  the  latter  in  Ecclus.  xi.  28. 

\  See  Sioard's  Cours  d'instrueHon  d^un  Sourd^mttet,  1800. 
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divergent  formB  of  the  same  words.  The  Saxon  weorthan, 
which  corresponded  to  the  German  werden,  to  hecome^  has  un- 
fortunately become  obsolete,  and  now  survives  only  in  the  phrases : 
wo  worth  the  dayl  wo  worth  the  man  I  and  the  like.  Weor- 
than, though  in  some  sort  often  an  auxiliaiy,  was  not  used  a^  a 
sign  of  the  passive,  like  the  Q^rman  werden,  but  generally 
retained  its  independent  signification,  and  its  disappearance  is  a 
real  loss  to  the  language.* 

In  the  opinion  of  the  ablest  linguists,  English  has  lost  nothing 
in  force,  variety,  or  precision  of  expression,  by  the  simplification 
of  its  forms,  and  the  substitution  of  determinatives  for  inflections. 
The  present  movement  is  still  in  the  same  direction.  The  sub- 
junctive is  evidently  passing  out  of  use,  and  there  is  good  reason 
to  suppose  that  it  will  soon  become  obsolete  altogether.  The  com- 
pound past  infinitive  also,  formerly  very  frequent,  is  ahnost  dis- 
used. Lord  Bemers  says :  should  have  aided  to  hanye  destroyedy 
Lad  made  haste  to  ha/oe  entered^  and  the  like,  and  this  was  com- 
mon in  colloquial  usage  until  a  very  recent  period.  In  cases  of 
this  sort,  where  the  relations  of  time  are  clearly  expressed  by  the 
first  auxiliary,  it  is  evident  that  nothing  is  gained  by  employing 
a  second  auxiliary  to  fix  more  precisely  the  category  of  the  infini- 
tive,  but  where  tiie  simple  inflected  past  tense  precedes  the  inflni- 
tive,  there  is  sometimes  ground  for  the  employment  of  an  auxili- 
ary with  the  latter.  I  intended  to  go  and  I  intended  to  have  gone, 
do  not  necessarily  express  precisely  the  same  thing,  but  the  latter 
form  is  not  likely  long  to  resist  tiie  present  inclination  to  make 
the  infinitive  strictly  aoristic,  and  such  forms  as  I  had  intended  to 
go  will  supersede  the  past  tense  of  the  latter  mood. 

*  Weorthan,  or  toorthen,  is  not  onfrequent  in  early  English.  For  example, 
in  one  of  the  old  Prologues  to  the  English  Scriptures,  Wycliffite  Versions,  I., 
p.  40,  note,  we  find : 

"  Alle  gladnes  and  delite  of  this  erthely  vanyte  vanyschith,  and  at  the  last 
icorthith  to  nought."  In  fact  this  verb  did  not  become  altogether  obsolete  until 
the  seventeenth  century,  for  Heywood  says : 

"Thou  therefore  that  tooit  nothing  before  thou  toert,  &c.,  &c."  "Thou, 
which  tooit  not,  tMrt  made."  "  Give  me  a  reason  (if  thou  canst)  how  thou  toert 
created."    The  Hierarchie  of  the  blessed  Angells,  London,  1685,  p.  888. 

In  these  cases,  toeri  is  not  the  subjunctiye  of  the  verb  to  be,  but  a  renmant 
of  wnilien,  and,  in  the  last  two,  used  as  a  passive  auxiliary. 
12* 
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In  oonsidermg  the  interjection,  it  was  stated  that  words  of  that 
class  were  distinguished  irom  all  other  parfs  of  speech  by  tba 
qoalit  J  of  inherent  and  complete  significance,  so  that  a  single 
ejacnlatory  monosyllable,  or  phrase  not  syntactically  connected 
with  a  period,  might  alone  commnnicate  a  fact,  or,  in  other  words, 
stand  for  and  express  an  entire  proposition.  The  interjection 
might  be  inyoltmtarily  uttered,  and  impart  a  fact  of  a  nature  alto- 
gether  subjective  to  the  speaker,  as,  for  example,  that  he  wa8 
affected  with  sensations  of  physical  pain  or  pleasure,  with  grief  or 
with  terror ;  or  it  might  assume  a  form  more  approximating  to 
that  of  syntactic  language,  and  address  itseK  to  an  external  object 
as  an  expression  of  love,  of  pity,  of  hate  or  execration,  of  desin^ 
command,  or  deprecation. 

The  application  of  the  distinction  between  interjections,  as 
parts  of  speech,  which,  used  singly  and  alone,  may  communicate 
a  fact,  a  wish,  or  command,  and  therefore  express  an  entire  propo- 
sition, and  parts  of  speech  which  become  significant  only  by  their 
connection  with  other  vocables,  is  properly  limited  to  the  vocabu- 
lary of  languages  where,  as  in  our  own,  words  admit  of  littie  or 
no  change  of  form,  and  to  the  simplest,  least  variable  form  of 
words  in  those  other  languages  which  express  the  grammatical  re- 
lations, and  certain  other  conditions  of  the  parts  of  speech,  by 
what  is  called  inflection. 

I  propose  now  to  illustrate  the  distinction  between  inflected 

*  The  illustrations,  and  much  of  the  argument,  in  this  and  the  foUowinglao- 
tures  on  the  same  subject,  are  too  familiar  to  be  instnictiye  to  eduoated 
but  I  have  introduced  them,  in  the  hope  that  those  engaged  in  taonhitig 
guages  might  derive  some  useful  suggestions  from  them. 
(274) 
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and  uninflected,  or  grammatieally  variable  and  grammatieallj  in- 
variable  words,  and  to  inquire  into  the  essential  character  and  use 
of  inflections.  if^/2do^tonr  is  derived  from  the  Latin  flecto,  I 
bend,  curve  or  turn,  and  inflections  are  the  changes  made  in  the 
forms  of  words,  to  indicate  either  their  grammatical  relations  to 
other  words  in  the  same  period,  or  some  accidental  condition  of  the 
thing  expressed  by  the  inflected  word.  The  possible  relations  and 
conditions  of  words  are  very  numerous,  and  some  languages  ex- 
press more,  some  fewer  of  them  by  the  changes  of  form  called 
inflections.  Strictly  speaking,  inflections  are  changes  of  the  sim- 
pler form  to  indicate  grammatical  category  or  syntactical  relation. 
But  the  word  is  also  applied  to  changes  expressing  logical  distinc- 
tions, as  grcmdia,  gra/ndior^  &c. 

The  languages  which  embody  the  general  literature  of  Europe, 
ancient  and  modan,  employ  inflections  for  the  following  pur- 
poses: Firstj  in  nouns,  adjectives,  pronouns,  and  articles,  to 
denote — 

(a)  gender, 

(b)  number,  and 

(c)  case,  or  grammatical  relation. 

Secondly,  in  adjectives  and  adverbs,  to  mark  degrees  of  compaii- 
fion.  Thirdly,  in  adjectives,  to  indicate  whether  the  word  is  used 
in  a  definite  or  an  indefinite  application.  Fourthly,  in  verbs,  to 
express  number,  person,  voice,  mood,  and  tense;  or,  in  other 
words,  to  determine  whether  the  nominative  case,  the  subject  of  the 
verb,  is  one  or  more,  singular  or  plural ;  whether  the  speaker,  the 
person  addressed,  or  still  another,  is  the  subject ;  whether  the 
state  or  action  or  emotion  expressed  by  the  verb  is  conceived  of 
solely  with  reference  to  the  subject,  or  as  occasioned  by  an  exter- 
nal agency ;  whether  that  state,  action,  or  emotion  is  absolute  or 
conditional ;  and  whether  it  is  past,  present,  or  future.* 

*  No  single  one  of  the  languages  to  which  I  refer  employs  inflection  for  all 
Uie  purposes  I  have  specified.  The  Greek  and  Latin  have  the  most  complete, 
the  English  the  most  imperfect  system  of  variation.  The  Icelandic,  Swedish, 
and  Danish  exhibit  the  rare  case  of  a  modem  passive  voice,  but,  like  the  other 
tongues  of  the  Gothic  stock,  they  want  the  future  tense ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  possess,  in  common  with  these  latter,  the  definite  and  indefinite 
jfcMins  of  Uie  adjective,  which  existed  also  in  Anglo-Saxon,  but  are  not  distin- 
guished in  Greek  aiod  liatin.  There  may  be  some  doubt  whether  this  distinc 
tMHi  is  iDLOt  raKher  aipodal  exception  than  a  general  characteristic  of  the  inflec 
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Interjections,  prepositions,  and  conjunctions  are  nninflected,  or 
invariable  in  form. 

The  variations  of  the  verb  are  nsnally  the  most  nmnerons,  and 
the  uses  and  importance  of  inflections  may  be  well  illustrated  by 
comparing  an  English  nninflected  with  a  Latin  inflected  verb. 

The  English  defective  verb  (mght  is  the  old  preterite  of  the 
verb  to  owej  which  was  at  an  early  period  used  as  a  sort  of  auxil- 
iary with  the  inflnitive,  implying  the  sense  of  necessity,  just  as 
we,  and  many  of  the  Continental  nations,  now  employ,  have  and 
its  equivalents.  IKame  rmtch  to  dOyiiL  English;  J'ai  beau- 
coup  k  faire,  in  French;  Ich  habe  viel  zu  thun,  in 
German,  all  mean,  substantially,  there  is  much  which  I  must  do. 
Afterwards,  by  a  common  process  in  language,  the  general  idea 
of  necessity  involved  in  this  use  of  the  word  owe  resolved  it- 
self into  two  distinct  senses :  the  one  of  pecuniary  or  other  liar 
bility  in  the  nature  of  a  debt,  or  the  return  of  an  equivalent  for 
property,  services,  or  favors  received;  the  other  that  of  mor- 
al obligation,  or  at  least  of  expediency.  Different  forms  from 
the  same  root  were  now  appropriated  to  the  two  senses,  to  oioe^ 
with  a  newly  formed  weak  preterite,  owed,  being  exclusively  lim- 
ited to  the  notion  of  debt,  and  the  simple  form  ougTU  being  en^ 
ployed  in  all  moods,  tenses,  numbers,  and  persons,  to  express  moral 
obligation  or  expediency,  or  as  an  auxiliary  verb. 

Before  I  proceed  to  illustrate  the  use  of  inflections  by  compar- 
ing the  invariable  ought  with  a  Latin  inflected  verb  of  fiinriTllitf 
signification,  I  will  pause  to  offer  some  further  observations  on 
the  history  of  the  verb  to  owe.  This  verb  is  derived  from  a  Gk)thic 
radical  signifying  to  have^  to  possess,  or,  as  we  now  say,  in  another 
form  of  the  same  word,  to  ovm.  Shakespeare  very  often  uses 
owe  in  this  sense,  both  in  the  present  and  the  new  or  weak  pret- 
erite form,  owed  ;  for  the  separation  between  the  two  forms  owed 
and  oughi^  though  it  commenced  before  Shakespeare's  time,  was 
not  fully  completed  till  a  later  period.  Thus  in  Twelfth  Night, 
at  the  close  of  the  first  act,  these  lines  occur : 

Fate,  show  thy  force :  ourselves  we  do  not  wne; 
What  is  decreed  must  be,  and  be  this  so  I 


tional  system  which  belongs  to  the  cultivated  languages  of  Europe,  but  the 
great  importance  of  Scandinavian,  (German,  and  Anglo-Saxon  literature  enti- 
tle the  peculiarities  of  Gothic  grammar  to  a  conspicuous  place  in  all  treatises 
upon  modem  and  especially  English  phUology. 
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In  like  maimer  in  the  Tempest,  L  2 : 

Thou  dost  here  usarp 
The  name  thou  tne^il  not 

And  in  Macbeth,  L  4 : 

To  throw  away  the  dearest  thing  he  cutd^ 
As  'twere  a  careless  trifle. 

In  theee,  and  very  many  other  cases,  the  sense  is  immistakablj  to 
j>assess  or  ovm.  In  English  grammar,  the  auxiliary  verbs  incline 
to  be  invariable,  as  rmiety  wiU,  sh/xU  /  and  ought,  therefore,  at  last 
followed  the  same  role.  Sut,  for  some  time  after  the  distinction 
between  pecnniarj  and  moral  obligation,  as  expressed  by  different 
forms  of  this  word,  made  itself  felt,  the  present  tense  owe  contin- 
ued to  be  occasionally  employed  for  both  purposes,  such  expres- 
sions as  you  owe  to  do  this,  being  not  unfrequent,^  and  on  the 
other  hand,  ought  was  occasionally,  though  rarely,  used  in  place 
of  owed  as  late  as  the  time  of  Dryden.  The  two  phrases,  you 
ov)e  to  do  this,  and  you  ought  to  do  this,  are  so  nearly  alike  in 
sound,  that  they  would  readily  be  confounded  in  pronunciation, 
and  consequently  in  writing,  and  the  difficulty  of  distinguishing 
between  them  facilitated  the  application  of  the  rule  that  auxilia- 

*  Thus,  in  one  of  the  prologues  to  Wydiffe's  translation  of  Clement's  Har- 
mony, (Wydifflte  Versions,  I.  zy.,)  "  Symple  men  owen  not  dispute  aboute 
holy  writ  *  *  but  they  owen  stedfastly  bileue."  In  this  instance,  the  omission 
of  the  inflnitiye  sign  to  is  remarkable,  as  showing  that  aioe,  though  conjugated, 
was  regarded  by  the  writer  of  the  prologue  as  a  true  auxQiary,  but  this  does 
not  seem  to  have  been  the  general  contemporaneous  practice.  In  the  will  of 
Louis  Clifford,  A.  1404,  (Southey's  Cid,  407,)  we  find,  "  all  things  which  ovoen 
in  such  caas  to  be  don."  I  belieye  Chaucer  always  uses  the  particle  to  before 
the  inflnitiye  in  this  construction,  and  the  same  rule  is  followed  in  the  Apolo- 
gy for  the  Lollards  ascribed  to  Wycliffe,  as  well  as  generally  in  the  Wycliffite 
versions. 
So  in  Tyndale  Math,  iil  14  "I  owe  for  to  be  cristened  of  thee." 
In  a  proclamation  of  Henry  III.,  A.D.  1258,  given  by  Boucher  from  Henry's 
History  of  England,  and  often  referred  to  as  the  earliest  specimen  of  Engli^ 
both  senses  of  owe  are  exemplified.  "  And  we  heaten  alle  ure  treowe,  in  the 
treowthe  that  heo  us  ogen,*'  "  And  thsBt  she  other  helpe  thast  for  to  done  bi 
tham  ilche  other,  aganes  alle  men,  in  alle  that  heo  ogt  for  to  done."  In  this 
document,  as  printed  after  Pauli  in  Haupt's  Zeitschrif t,  XI.  2,  p.  298,  the  last 
clause  quoted  above  reads :  "  rigt  for  to  done  and  to  foangen." 
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ries  are  invariable.^  The  introdaction  of  a  new  grammatical  form 
is  always  attended  with  much  greater  embarrassment  than  that  of 
a  new  word,  and  the  precise  use  of  ought  in  a  new  combination 
did  not  at  once  become  settled,  for  many  old  authors  employed  it 
as  an  impersonal,  that  is,  as  a  verb  without  a  nominative,  though 
followed  by  an  objective.  Thus  Chaucer  and  others  say,  us  ought 
or  oweih  to  do  this,  him  ought  or  ovoeth  to  do  thatf  But  not- 
withstanding some  vacillation  in  the  grammatical  employment  of 
ought^  it  was  generally  confined  to  the  expression  of  mere  moral 
or  prudential  obligation  long  before  owe  had  lost  its  original  sense 
of  proprietorship.^ 

We  will  now,  after  a  digression  which  I  hope  is  not  absolutely 
irrelevant  to  our  subject,  return  to  the  inflections. 

Suppose  that,  in  listening  to  an  indistinct  conversation,  I  catch, 
in  a  particular  period,  the  word  ou^glvt  only.  A  vague  sense  of 
obligation  is  excited  in  my  mind,  but  whether  that  obligation  is 
confessed  by  the  speaker  as  resting  upon  himself,  singly,  or  in 
conjunction  with  others,  or  whether  he  refers  to  a  duty  incum- 
bent upon  the  friend  or  friends  whom  he  is  addressing,  upon  some 
ihird  person,  or  some  number  of  other  persons ;  whether  he  des- 
ignates the  obligation  as  past,  as  now  demanding  performance,  or 
as  hereafter  to  accrue,  absolutely  or  in  some  particular  contin- 
gency ;  upon  none  of  these  points  does  the  form  of  the  word  I 

*  Another  instance  where  the  employment  of  a  particular  word  has  been 
changed,  to  avoid  the  same  confusion  between  the  present  and  the  past  tense, 
may  properly  be  noticed  here.  The  verb  to  U9e,  formerly  served  as  a  frequent- 
ative auxiliary  in  the  present  as  well  as  the  past,  such  phrases  as  "  do  f/«0  to 
ohant  it,"  "  the  lodging  where  you  use  to  lie,"  being  of  very  common  occur- 
rence in  Shakespeare,  and  contemporary  as  well  as  older  writers.  1  %ue  to  and 
I  used  to  are  so  nearly  the  same  in  articulation,  that  in  ordinary  speaking  they 
could  not  be  distinguished,  and  the  present  tense  of  use  in  this  sense  is  there- 
fore almost  entirely  abandoned,  the  indicative  present  of  the  dependent  verb 
supplying  the  place  of  the  frequentative  and  infinitive. 

f  "  He  is  a  Japer  and  a  gabber,  and  not  veray  repentant,  that  eftsonea  doth 
thing  for  which  him  oweth  to  repent."    Chaucer's  Persones  Tale. 

t  It  is  a  curious  instance  of  the  seeming  caprices  of  language,  that  the  (Ger- 
man h  a  b  e  n  and  the  French  avoir,  both  cognate  with  the  root  of  to  owe, 
and  like  it,  employed  to  express  duty  or  obligation  when  used  as  auxiliariee, 
should  in  mercantile  language  have  dropped  the  signification  of  debt,  and 
contracted  an  opposite  meaning,  for  haben  and  avoir  asoppoaedto  soil 
and  doit,  both  indicate,  not  the  debit,  but  the  credit  side  of  ihe  account 
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liaye  happened  to  hear  give  me  any  mformation  wliatever.  For 
any  thing  that  the  form  of  the  verb  (yaghi  shows  to  the  contrary, 
the  speaker  may  have  said,  I  onght,  he  ought,  we  onght,  y(m 
ought,  or  ihey  onght ;  &e  may  have  referred  to  the  present  mo- 
ment, or  any  past  or  future  time,  as  the  period  when  the  duty 
becomes  obligatory;  or  he  may  have  treated  the  duty  as  con- 
tingent or  conditional  altogether.  Kow,  if  the  conversation  had 
been  carried  on  in  Latin,  no  such  uncertainty  about  number^ 
person,  time,  or  mood  could  have  arisen,  because  the  termination 
of  the  word  corresponding  to  ought  would,  of  itself,  have  resolved 
every  one  of  these  doubts.  The  moment  the  word  was  uttered^ 
even  without  a  pronoun  or  other  nominative,  I  should  have  been 
informed  whether  the  duty  was  charged  upon  the  speaker ;  upon 
one  or  more  persons  to  whom,  or  one  or  more  persons  (j/'whom 
he  was  speakings  whether  the  time  for  the  performance  was  past, 
present,  or  future ;  and  whether  it  was  represented  as  an  absolute 
or  as  a  conditional  obligation.  To  express  all  possible  categories 
of  the  word  oughts  we  have  one  form  and  no  more ;  and  the  con- 
text, the  remainder  of  the  sentence  in  which  it  occurs,  the  pro- 
noun or  other  nominative  which  precedes,  and  the  infinitive  which 
follows,  must  be  called  in  to  determine  its  multiplied  relations  of 
time,  person,  and  condition.  The  equivalent  of  (mgKt  in  Latin  is 
a  verb  whose  radical  is  conceived  to  be  the  monosyllable  deb,* 
which  still  constitutes  the  first  syllable  in  all  the  forms  of  the 
verb.  In  the  infinitive  mood,  present  tense,  the  form  is  debere, 
and  this  word  admits  of  more  than  fifty  infiections  or  changes  of 
termination  in  the  active  voice  alone,  all  so  distinctly  marked^ 
that  each  one  instantly  suggests  to  the  mind  of  the  hearer  the  an- 
swer to  every  one  of  the  points  I  have  mentioned  as  left  undeter- 
mined by  the  corresponding  English  verb  oughty  which  expresses 
nothing  but  the  naked  fact  of  a  duty  affirmed  to  be  absolutely  or 
conditionally  incumbent,  at  an  uncertain  time,  upon  an  uncertain 
person  or  persons. 

*  I  speak  of  deb  as  the  inflectional  item,  not  the  etymological  root  of 
debeo.  Debeois  considered  by  some  as  a  contraction  of  the  compound 
de-habeo,  I  have  from,  that  is,  I  have  from  another  what  still  belongs  to< 
him,  and,  therefore,  what  I  owe  to  him.  The  form  dehabeo  is  used  by  St. 
Jetome  as  a  negative  of  hab  eo,  I  have  not,  I  want ;  and  the  etymology  1 
have  Just  mentioned  is  rather  too  refined  to  be  probable. 
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If  the  isolated  word  I  have  caught  happen  to  be  debeo,  I 
know  that  the  speaker  acknowledges  a  present  dnty  incumbent 
upon  himself;  had  it  been  debuisti,  I  should  have  understood 
that  reference  was  made  to  a  paat  obligation  of  the  person  ad- 
dressed; if  debebunt,  to  a  future  duty  of  more  than  one  third 
person;  if  debuerimus,  to  a  conditional  duty  of  the  speaker 
and  some  other  person  or  persons.  All  these  forms  are  active, 
and  make  the  person  bound  the  subject  of  the  period ;  but  the 
duty  itself  may  be  made  the  subject,  and  then  an  equally  full  set 
of  passive  inflections  may  be  used,  in  some  cases  indeed  with 
the  aid  of  an  auxiliary,  to  express  substantially  the  same  ideas.* 
This  may  be  said  to  be  an  extreme  case,  because  although  hun- 
dreds of  Latin  verbs  are  as  complete  in  their  inflections  as  de- 
hor e,  yet  many  are  far  less  so,  and  on  the  other  hand  the  Eng- 
lish example  is  a  simple  auxiliary,  and  as  such  little  susceptible 
of  inflection.  This  is  indeed  true,  but  it  is  a  mere  difl^erence  in 
degree.  Our  verbs  generally,  excluding  the  obsolescent  second 
and  third  persons  singular,  in  -est  and  -eth  as  lovegty  loYethy  have 
but  three  or  four  changes  of  form,  and  all  the  other  cat^ories  are 
clumsily  expressed  by  means  of  auxiliaries. 

In  like  manner,  our  adjectives  admit  no  inflection  whatever, 
except  in  the  degrees  of  comparison.  Thus  the  adjective  hea/uU- 
fvl  is  applied  equally  to  persons  of  either  sex,  to  the  subject  or 
the  object  of  the  verb,  and  to  one  or  more  persons,  without  any 
change  of  form.  We  say  a  beautiful  boy  or  girl,  beautiful  boys 
or  girls,  whether  the  substantive  to  which  it  is  applied  be  in  the 
nominative,  possessive,  or  objective  case.  In  short,  the  adjective 
is,  except  in  comparison,  indeclinable,  invariable,  or  uninflected, 
all  of  which  terms  are  employed  to  express  the  same  thing.  The 
Latin  adjective  pulcher,  meaning  beautiful,  has,  on  the  con- 
trary, twelve  different  forms  in  the  positive  degree  alone,  and  in 
the  comparative  and  superlative  twenty-two  more,  making  thirty- 
four  in  all. 

Thus  we  sayin  Latin,  in  the  nominative  case,  pulcher  puer, 
a  beautiful  boy,  pulchra  puella,  a  beautiful  girl;  inthegeni- 


*  We  should  perhaps  not  be  able  to  find  instances  of  the  actual  occurrence 
of  debeo  as  expressive  of  obligation,  in  all  the  active  and  passive  inflections, 
but  such  are  grammatically  and  logically  possible. 
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tive  or  possessive,  pulehri  pneri,^a  beautiful  boy,  pul 
chrffi  puellsB,  of  9k  beautiful  girl;  in  the  accusative,  corre- 
sponding generally  to  the  objective  of  Knglish   grammarians, 
pnlchrum    pnerum,  a  beautiful  boy,  pnlchram  pnel- 
1am,  a  beautiful  girL^ 

Some  of  these  forms  indeed  are  equivocal,  the  same  inflection 
being  used  with  different  cases  or  genders,  but  nearly  all  of  them 
clearly  and  certainly  indicate  the  number,  most  of  them  the  gram- 
matical relations,  and  many  of  them  the  gender  of  the  noun  to 
which  the  adjective  is  applied.  Substantives  also,  admitting  in 
English  no  change  of  form,  except  the  indication  of  the  genitive 
or  possessive  case  and  the  plnral  number,  go  through  a  wide 
range  of  variation  in  Latin,  every  syntactical  categoiy  having  it» 
appropriate  form.  Thus  it  will  have  been  observed  that  in  the 
examples  I  have  cited,  pnlcher  pner  and  pnlchra  puel* 
la,  in  every  case  the  termination  of  the  adjective  and  the  nonn 
is  the  same;  pnlcher  pner,  pnlchri  pueri,  pnlchrnm 
pnerum,  pnlchra  puella,  &c.,  but  it  is  not  necessary 
that  the  endings  be  alike.  It  suffices  that  particular  endings  be 
used  together.  There  is  another  and  more  common  form  of  the 
Latin  adjective,  in  which  the  termination  of  the  masculine  nomi- 
native is  not  -er,  but  -us.  The  adjective  bonus,  good,  is  an 
example  of  this,  and  if  bonus  were  used  with  the  same  substan- 
tive puer  in  the  nominative  case,  the  phrase  would  stand  bo- 
nus pner.  Here  the  endings  are  not  alike,  but  when  the  syl- 
lable -us  is  once  accepted  as  one  of  the  signs  by  which  the  ma^ 
culine  nominative  is  recognized,  there  is  no  difficulty  in  its  use. 

In  teaching  Latin  by  that  excellent  method,  the  writing  of 
themes,  it  is  common  to  give  the  pupil  the  words  of  which  he  is 
to  compose  his  periods  in  their  shnplest  forms,  leaving  it  to  him 

*  Tlie  Horatian  verse : 

O  ma^TV  pulchr(!{  fllia  pulchri<?r/ 

O  fairer  daughter  of  a  fair  mother  I  or, 

O  daughter  fairer  than  [thy]  fair  mother  I 

is  a  good  example  of  the  superior  gracefulness  of  expression  in  inflected  lan- 
guages, but  it  is  more  equivocal  than  the  English,  for,  though  in  this  instance 
there  is  no  logical  difficulty  in  the  construction,  there  is  nevertheless  a  gramr 
maUeal  uncertainty  whether  the  lady  addressed  is  compared  with  ?i&r  mother, 
or  the  mother  of  some  other  person. 
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to  inflect  them  according  to  their  intended  relations.  In  thig 
case,  the  words  constitute  no  period,  express  no  proposition,  and 
are  as  meaningless  as  would  be  a  like  number  of  English  verbs, 
nouns,  and  adjectives,  arranged  without  reference  to  grammatical 
relation,  and  unsuppUed  with  the  particles  and  auxiliaries  which, 
in  connection  with  certain  laws  of  position,  indicate  to  us  cate- 
gories that,  in  other  languages,  are  expressed  by  inflection.  For 
instance,  in  the  English  phrase,  sJisep  fear  rrum^  the  words  are 
all  in  their  simplest,  iminflected  form,  the  form  which,  as  we 
suppose,  comes  nearest  to  their  primitive  radical  shape,  but  we 
have  no  difficulty  in  determining  their  relations  to  each  other. 
We  know  that  sheep,  which  comes  first  in  the  proposition,  is  the 
subject  or  nominative  of  the  verb^iM^,  and  that  mem,  which  fol- 
lows the  verb,  is  its  object  or  objective  case.  Now,  if  we  take 
the  corresponding  Latin  words  in  the  simplest,  most  indefinite 
form  in  which  they  occur  in  that  language,  we  have  ovis,  ti- 
mere,  homo;  but  this  succession  of  words  would  convey  to  a 
Roman  no  meaning  whatever,  and  in  order  to  make  it  intelligible 
to  him,  we  must  begin  with  ovis,  the  nominative  singular  of 
the  Latin  word  for  sheep,  and  transform  it  into  oves,  which  is 
the  regular  nominative  plural  of  that  form  of  nouns;  timere, 
the  infinitive  corresponding  to  the  English  verb  fear,  must  be 
changed  into  timent,  which  is  the  indicative  present,  third  per- 
son plural  of  that  verb,  and  homo,  the  nominative  singular  of 
the  Latin  word  for  man,  into  the  accusative  or  objective  homi- 
nem,  or  the  plural  homines.  The  proposition  would  then 
stand,  oves  timent  hominem,  and  as  I  shall  show  hereafter, 
the  meaning  would  to  a  Eoman  be  equally  clear,  and  precisely 
the  same,  if  the  order  of  the  words  were  reversed,  hominem 
timent  oves.* 

I  have  taken  my  illustrations  from  Latin,  as  a  tongue  more 
or  less  familiar  to  us  all,  but  although,  as  compared  with  English^ 
its  system  of  inflection  may  be  considered  very  complete,  yet  it  is 
extremely  meagre  when  measured  by  that  of  many  other  lan- 

*  The  case  cited  in  the  text  is  an  example  of  the  ordinary  Latin  construc- 
tion, but  instances  of  much  more  artificial  structure  are  frequent,  for  exam- 
ple :  velim  me  facias  certiorem  proximis  litteris  On.  Calpio  ServiliA  ClaudiS 
pater  vivone  patre  suo  naufragio  perierit  an  mortuo.  Cicero,  Epist  DXXXYI. 
(ad  Att.  XII.  20). 
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goages.  In  Tnrkiflh,  for  example,  a  nnmerons  claflB  of  verbs  has^ 
first,  its  simple,  its  reflective,  and  its  reciprocal  forms ;  to  each  of 
these  belongs  a  causative  form,  thns  making  six,  all  active  and 
affirmative.  Then  comes  the  passive  of  each,  giving  ns  twelve,  and 
every  one  of  these  twelve  has,  besides  its  affirmative  form,  a  nega- 
tive and  a&  impossible  conjugation,  so  that  we  have  thirty-six 
fondamental  forms,  each  of  which,  in  its  different  moods,  tenses, 
immbers,  and  persons,  admits  of  abont  one  hundred  inflections, 
fhns  giving  to  the  verb  three  or  f onr  thousand  distinctly  marked 
expressive  forms.  But  even  this  wide  range  of  inflection  by  no 
means  exhausts  the  possible  number  of  variations  indicative  of 
grammatical  relation,  or  other  conditions  of  the  verb,  for,  in  some 
languages,  there  are  duals,  or  verbal  forms  exclusively  appropri- 
ated to  the  number  two,  and  in  others,  the  verb  has  special  inflec- 
tions for  the  different  genders.  Again,  in  some  tongaes,  there 
are  forms  expressive  of  iteration  or  repetition,  called  frequenta- 
tivee,  as  from  the  Latin  dico,  I  «ay,  the  frequentative  dictito, 
in  nursery  English,  I  keep  saymg.  There  are  also  forms  expres- 
siTe  of  desire,  as  from  the  La4dn  edo,  I  eat,  esurio,  Ideei/re 
to  eat,  I  am  hwngry ;  and  of  commencement,  or  tendency,  as 
from  the  Latin  caleo,  lam  warm,  calesco,  \gr(ykoyfKrai\ 
from  silva,  awood,  silvescere,  to  rtm  to  wood,  (of  a  vine 
plant ;)  from  arbor,  a  tree,  arborescere,  to  S«ex>m«  a  tree.^ 

Li  Spanish  and  Italian  there  are  ntunerous  terminations  applied 
to  substantives  and  adjectives,  indicative  of  augmentation  or 
diminution,  affection  or  dislike,  and  these  are  sometimes  piled  one 
upon  the  other  by  way  of  superlative.  Thus  from  the  Italian 
aomo,  a  man,  we  have  omaccio,  aio^man;  omaccino, 
?k  very  little  msji'y  omaccione,  a  2a7^^,  or  sometimes  ^^noble- 
minded  rxisji ;  omacciotto,  s,  mean  litUe  mBJi ;  ometto  or 
omettolo,  a  smaU  man;  omiciatto  or  omiciattolo, 
an  meignyficcmt  man.t 

*  FuUer,  who  had  a  heroic  contempt  for  all  word-fetters,  tranalates  the  h  sb  c 
planta  in  Judea  arborescit  of  Grotius,  by  ''hyssope  doth  treeil  in 
Judea."    Piflgah  Sight  of  Palestine,  I.,  10,  §  8. 

t  The  admirers  of  Robert  Browning — and  what  critic  in  the  art  of  poetry  is 
not  among  his  admirers  ? — will  remember  that  in  the  soliloquy  of  Dominus 
Hyacinthus  de  Archangelis,  Pauperum  Procurator,  in  the  third  yolume  of  The 
Ring  and  the  Book,  he  gives  the  name  of  his  little  son  Oiaeinto  or  JJyacinihe 
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Words  of  this  claae,  indeed,  as  well  as  some  of  the  verbal  forma 
I  haye  cited,  may  be  said  to  be  derivative  rather  than  inflections, 
becaose  they  express  qualities  or  accidents,  not  syntactical  rela- 
tions or  conditions,  and  belong  therefore  to  the  domain  of  logic, 
not  properly  to  that  of  grammar,  except  simply  so  &r  as  the  whole 
history  of  words  belongs  to  grammar.  It  appears  to  me,  neverthe- 
less, that  all  regvla/r  changes  of  words  may  be  called  inflection^ 
and  the  power  of  modifying  vocables  by  such  changes  is  as  charac- 
teristic of  different  languages  as  the  variations  of  termination  or 
of  radical  vowel,  which  are  generally  embraced  in  that  designation. 

The  speech  of  the  Spanish  Basques,  one  of  those  rare  sporadic, 
or  as  they  have  been  sometimes  called,  insular  languages,  which 
long  maintain  themselves  in  the  midst  of  unallied  tongues  and 
hostile  influences,  appears  to  be  unsurpassed,  if  not  unequalled,  in 
variety  of  inflection.  Thus  all  the  parts  of  speech,  including 
prepositions,  conjugations,  interjections,  and  other  partides,  admit 
of  declension.  There  are  six  nominative  forms  and  twelve  cases 
of  the  noun.  The  adjective  has  twenty  cases.  Every  Eomanoe 
verb  is  represented  in  Basque  by  twentynsix  radical  forms,  each 
with  a  great  number  of  inflections ;  and  different  modes  of  conju- 
gation are  employed  in  addressing  a  child,  a  woman,  an  equal  or 
a  superior.* 

in  at  least  mnenHsen  different  forms,  all  what  the  Italians  call  unsiniaUoi  or 
p0t  namet;  and  Fanfani,  Vod  e  maniere  del  parlor  FhrenUno,  gives  us  the 
following  variations  on  the  theme  donna: 

Donne,  donnone,  donnatte,  dannette, 
Donnueee,  donneUueee,  e  danneUine, 
Donruedon,  donniein,  dannieeMette, 
Donnelle,  donnareUe,  donnarine, 
Donnaeeie,  danneUaecie,  e  donneOetU, 
Donnine,  donnieeuol,  donniedoUne, 
B  dannicdaeee 

When  the  present  beautiful  and  accomplished  Queen  of  Italy  visited  Naples 
some  years  since,  as  Crown  Princess,  the  populace  who  followed  her  carriage 
expressed  their  admiration  of  her  by  cries  of  "oh,  che  bella  I  e  che  simpatieona  /" 
and  wlien  an  Italian  conservative  paper  taunted  the  Garibaldians  with  the  iu- 
sij^iiificunt  effect  produced  on  the  mind  of  the  Englisli  public  by  the  hen»*a 
visit  to  England  in  1866,  a  liberal  contemporary  journal  replied  by  magnify- 
ing that  effect,  and  said,  ''  ne  siamo  contentiy  cont^ntoni,  eonUntinom,"  It  can- 
not be  pretended  tliat  all  these  forms  are  distinctively  significant,  but  very 
many  of  them  are  so,  at  least  locally,  and  they  are  used  with  great  effect 
especially  in  light  literature  and  in  conversation. 

*  Quatref ages,  Souvenirs  d'un  Naturaliste. 
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Thns  far  we  have  spoken  of  simple  words  only,  and  their  regu- 
lar derivatives ;  but  if  they  be  compounded,  still  more  complex 
ideas  may  be  conveyed,  and  finally,  in  some  languages,  by  the 
process  to  which  we  have  before  referred,  called  agglutination, 
but  not  always  distinguishable  from  more  familiar  modes  of  com- 
position, or  even  from  inflection,  several  words  may  be  compressed 
into  one,  and  thus  a  single  verb  may  of  itself  stand  for  a  whole 
sentence,  expressing  at  once  the  subject,  the  copula,  the  object, 
as  well  as  numerous  predicates  or  qualifications  of  all  of  them. 

Not  only  the  objects,  but  the  methods,  of  inflection  are  very 
various  in  difl^erent  tongues,  and  a  single  language  often  avails 
itself  of  more  than  one  of  them.  It  may  be  stated  that  there  are 
two  leading  modes  of  variation,  both  suflSdently  exemplified  in 
English,  the  one  consisting  in  a  change  of  some  of  the  elements, 
usually  vowels,  of  the  root-form,  the  other  in  prefixmg  or  sub- 
joining additional  syllables,  or  at  least  vocal  elements,  to  the  radi- 
cal Of  the  first  sort,  the  letter-change,  our  verb  to  ride  is  an  ex- 
ample, the  diphthongal  long  i  of  the  root  being  changed  into  o 
in  the  preterite  rode^  and  into  simple  short  i  in  the  participle 
ridden.  So  rtm,  ranf  vrritey  wrote^  (in  Old  English  torate,)  writ- 
ten;  fly^fiev)^  and  so  forth.  In  like  manner  mam  makes  rrien^  in 
the  plural,  yb(?^y«^/  gooee^  geeee;  and  the  like.  The  Scandina- 
vian and  Teutonic  languages,  which  are  so  clearly  allied  to  Eng- 
lish both  in  grammar  and  in  vocabulary,  much  affect  the  letter- 
change,  and  we  find  in  all  of  them,  as  well  as  in  Anglo-Saxon, 
traces  of  a  much  more  extensive  nse  of  this  principle  at  some 
earlier  period  of  linguistic  development.  For  instance,  in  all  these 
languages  the  verb  had  probably  once  a  regular  causative  form, 
consisting  in  a  vowel-change,  and  it  is  curious  that  the  remains  of 
this  form  should  be  found  at  this  day  in  the  same  roots  of  each  of 
them.  Thus,  the  neuter  verb  to  faU  has  its  causative  to  feU^  that 
is  to  cause  to  fall,  as  to  fell  a  tree  with  an  axe,  to  fell  a  man  by  a 
blow ;  the  neuter  to  Ue^  its  causative  to  lay^  to  make  to  lie,  or 
place ;  and  the  neuter  to  eit^  its  causative  to  set^  in  several  difl!er- 
ent  applications.  These  same  neuters,  with  their  respective  causar 
tives,  exist  in  Danish,  Swedish  and  German,  as  well  as  in  English. 
The  resemblance  in  their  forms  leads  occasionally  to  confusion  in 
their  use.  The  causative  to  eet^  in  its  different  acceptations,  is  a 
sad  stumbling-block  to  persons  who  are  not  strong  in  their  acd- 
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dence,  and  to  Ue  and  to  lay  are  so  frequently  confonnded,  thafc 
even  Byron,  in  his  magnificent  apostrophe  to  the  Ocean,  was  gnilt^ 
of  writing  "  there  let  him  lay."  *  Neither  the  English  nor  tiie 
other  languages  of  the  Gt>thic  stock  now  do,  nor,  so  far  as  we  are 
able  to  follow  them  back  historically,  ever  did,  exclude  inflection 
by  the  mode  of  addition  of  letters  or  syllables,  and  the  two  meth- 
ods of  conjugation  and  declension  appear  to  have  co-exiBted  from 
a  very  remote  period.  Although,  therefore,  we  inflect  many  Saxosi 
primitives  by  augmentation,  yet  we  confine  the  letterH^hange 
almost  wholly  to  words  of  that  stock,  and  we  generally,  if  not 
always,  inflect  Latin  and  other  foreign  roots  by  augmentation. 
Thus  the  verb  to  amende  which  we  derive  from  the  Latin  through 
the  French,  forms  its  preterite  amende  by  the  addition  of  the 
syllable  -ed  to  the  simple  form.  The  Latin-English  noun  j^OMOt- 
eixm  makes  its  plural  by  subjoining  «,  possessions.  We  still  uae 
prefixes  largely  in  composition,  but  as  a  flectional  element,  although 
they  were  a  good  deal  employed  in  Anglo-Saxon,  they  must  now 
be  considered  obsolete.  The  syllabic  prefix  ge-,  regularly  used 
in  Anglo-Saxon  with  preterites  and  often  with  past  participles  m 
well  as  in  many  other  cases,  long  retained  its  ground,  and  is  y^ 
sometimes  employed  in  the  archaic  style  of  poetry,  in  the  form  of 
a  y  or  ycy  which,  in  our  orthography,  nearly  represents  the  proba- 
ble pronunciation  of  the  Saxon  augment.  Spenser  uses  this  aug- 
ment very  frequently,  and  Thomson  often  employs  it  in  th^ 
Castle  of  Lidolence,  both  of  them  merely  for  metrical  eon- 
venienccf 

*  The  old  poem  of  Kyng  Alisaunder  has  Ue  for  lof : 

So  on  the  schyngil  Ij/ih  the  haile. 

Every  knyght  so  laide  on  other.  2910-2211. 

f  In  Milton  it  occurs  but  thrice,  and  in  some  of  these  three  instances  it  is 
applied  in  a  very  unusual  way.  In  the  first  printed  of  Milton's  poetical  com- 
positions, the  Epitaph  on  Bhakespeare,  we  find  the  lines : 

What  needs  my  Shakespeare,  for  his  honor'd  bones, 
The  labor  of  an  age  in  piled  stones  ? 
Or  that  his  hallow'd  reliques  should  be  hid. 
Under  a  star-y  painting  pyramid  ? 

Here  the  syllabic  augment  y-  is  prefixed  to  a  present  participle,  a  fonn  of  which 
there  are  very  few  examples,  though  ilestinde,  y-  lasting,  or  pennanent,  oooon 
in  the  proclamation  of  King  Henry  III.,  referred  to  in  a  note  on  page  882. 
The  prefix  \a  rarely  applied  to  any  but  Saxon  radicals,  and  thus  y-poinUng  la  a 
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Of  these  two  leading  modes  of  variation,  the  former,  which 
consists  in  a  change  of  letter  in  the  radical  form,  is  called  the 
strong^  the  latter,  consisting  in  the  addition  of  vocal  elements  to 
the  root,  the  weak  inflection.  The  principle  on  which  this  no- 
menclature is  founded  is  that  the  power  of  varying  a  word  by 
change  of  its  more  unessential  constituents,  without  external  aid 
in  the  way  of  composition  or  addition  of  syllables,  implies  a  cer* 
tain  vitality,  a  certain  innate,  organic  streii^gth  not  possessed  by 
roots  capable  of  variation  only  by  the  incorporation  or  addition  of 
foreign  elements.  The  weak  inflection  is  the  regular,  the  strong, 
the  irregular  form  of  the  older  grammarians,  but  according  to  the 
theory  now  in  vogue,  the  strong  is  the  more  ancient  and  regular 
of  the  two  modes  of  inflection,  and  the  terms  ought  to  be  ro- 
yeraed.  The  suffrage  of  children,  who  are  acute  philologists,  and 
extremely  apt  in  seizing  the  analogies  of  language,  and  therefore 
credible  witnesses,  is  in  favor  of  the  regularity  and  linguistic 
propriety  of  the  weak  inflection.  They  say  I  rwnned^  I  ridedy 
and  the  like,  and  Cobbett,  an  unlearned,  indeed,  but  excellent 
practical  grammarian,  as  well  as  some  better  instructed  philolo- 
gists, have  seriously  proposed  to  reform  our  grammar  by  reject- 
ing the  strong  preterites  and  participles,  and  inflecting  all  verbs 
according  to  the  regular  or  weak  method.^ 

double  departure  from  the  English  idiom.  T-painted,  indeed,  is  found  in  Robert 
of  Gloucester,  and  it  is  possible  that  Milton  wrote  y^painted,  in  which  case  the 
meaning  would  be  pointed  or  turmounted  with  a  etar,  like  some  of  the  Egyptian 
obelisks  which  have  received  this  decoration  since  they  were  transferred  to 
Europe,  instead  of  pointing  to  the  stars.  In  Dr.  Masson's  ed.  of  Milton's  Poeti- 
cal Works,  1874,  this  word  is  printed  thus :  star-ypointing,  Igretinge  occurs 
in  the  Proclamation  of  Edward  U.,  A.D.  1250. 

It  is  not  here  inappropriate  to  remark  that  the  expletive  ywiss  often  written 
1  wisSf  as  if  it  were  two  words,  and  understood  to  be  the  first  person  indicative 
present  of  an  obsolete  verb  to  wiss,  to  teach,  direct,  or  affirm,  with  the  pronoun 
of  the  first  person,  is  only  the  Anglo-Saxon  form  of  an  adverb  derived  from  a 
participle,  and  corresponding  exactly  to  the  Oerman  gewiss,  meaning 
surely,  certainly.  The  erroneous  explanation  above  alluded  to  is  sometimes 
found  where  one  would  hardly  expect  to  meet  it,  as,  for  instance,  in  the  Glos- 
sary to  Scotf  s  edition  of  Sir  Tristram. 

*  The  tendency  of  modem  English  to  the  more  extended  use  of  the  weak 
inflection  is  happily  so  powerful,  that  unless  it  be  checked  by  increased  fami- 
liarity with  our  earlier  literature,  it  is  not  improbable  that  Uie  strong  declen- 
ikms  and  conjugations  will  disappear  altogether.  A  comparison  of  the  mod- 
em poets  with  Chaucer,  and  even  much  later  writers,  will  show  that  hundredi 
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But  whatever  may  be  thonglit  of  the  relative  antiquity  of  the 
forms,  the  notion  on  which  the  new  nomenclature  rests  is  a  fanci- 
ful one,  and  it  is  unfortunate  that  terms  so  inappropriate  should 
have  been  sanctioned  by  so  high  authority,  and  so  generally 
adopted  by  grammarians.  Had  the  two  modes  been  called,  re- 
spectively, old  and  new,  the  names  would  have  expressed  a  his- 
torical fact,  or  at  least  a  probable  theory,  but  it  would  be  easy  to 
assign  as  sound  and  as  obvious  reasons  for  designating  the  two 
classes  of  variation  by  ascribing  to  them  color  or  weight,  and  for 
calling  them  black  and  white,  or  heavy  and  light,  as  those  alleged 
for  the  use  of  the  terms  strong  and  weak.  It  certainly  could  not 
have  been  difficult  to  invent  appellations  more  appropriate  in 
character,  and  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  difficulties  of  gram- 
matical science  should  be  augmented  by  increasing  the  number  of 
fallacious  terms  in  its  vocabulary. 

Yarious  theories  have  been  suggested  to  explain  the  origin  of 
the  changes  of  form  in  different  classes  of  words  in  inflected  lan- 
guages. These  I  cannot  here  discuss  or  even  detail  It  must 
suffice  to  observe  that,  with  respect  to  the  strong  inflections,  or 
those  consisting  in  a  letter-change,  as,  present  rufij  past  ran,  sin- 
gular TTum,  plural  merij  it  is  at  least  a  plausible  supposition,  that 
they  originated  in  different  pronunciations  of  the  same  word  in 
different  local  dialects,  the  respective  pronunciations  each  assum- 
ing a  distinct  significance,  as  the  dialects  melted  into  one  speech. 
As  to  the  weak  inflections,  those  consisting  in  the  addition  of  vo- 
cal elements,  it  has  been  conjectured  that  these  elements  were  in 
all  cases  originally  pronouns,  auxiliaries  or  particles  which  have 
coalesced  with  the  verb  or  other  root  In  general  the  inflections 
were  adopted  so  early,  and  the  pronouns  or  other  absorbed  words 
have  become  so  much  modified,  that  they  can  no  longer  be  recog- 
nized in  their  combination  with  the  infiected  word.     But  there 

of  verbs  f  ormerl j  inflected  with  the  letter-change,  are  now  conjugated  by  aug- 
mentation. Every  new  English  dictionary  diminishes  the  number  of  irregular 
verbs.  Webster  tells  us  that  swollen,  as  the  participle  of  swell,  is  now  nearly 
obsolete.  Popular  speech,  however,  still  preserves  this  form,  as  well  as  many 
other  genuine  old  preterites  and  participles,  which  are  no  longer  employed  in 
written  English.  Even  T^eat,  (pronounced  hSt,)  now  a  gross  vulgarism,  occurs 
as  the  participle  of  to  Tieat,  as  late  as  the  beginning  of  the  seventeenth  century. 
See  Holland's  Pliny,  II.,  393,  and  Daniel  III.,  19,  in  the  original  edition  of  the 
standard  translation  of  the  Bible. 
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are  some  instances  where  we  possess  historical  evidence  of  snch 
a  coalescence.  The  future  of  the  verb  in  all  the  Bomance  lan- 
guages is  a  case  of  this  sort.  Thus  amar6,  amards,  amar&, 
the  future  of  the  Spanish  verb  amar,  is  simply  amar  he,  I 
have  to  love;  amar  has,  thou  hast  to  love;  amar  ha,  he 
has  to  love.^  In  the  closely  allied  Portuguese,  the  constituents 
of  the  future  may  still  be  used  separately,  and  even  an  oblique 
case  inserted  between  them;  as  dar-lhe-hei,  I  will  give  him, 
agastar-se-ha,  he  will  be  angry.  This  was  also  common  in 
old  Castilian,  and  we  find  in  Beuter  such  combinations  as  casti- 
garosemos,  evidently  os  hemos  de  castigar,  we  will 
punish  you.  The  formation  of  many  of  the  other  tenses  may 
readily  be  traced  in  the  older  literature  of  other  Peninsular  diar 
lects.  Thus  we  find  in  the  Catalan  of  King  Jaume,t  the  first 
person  plural  of  the  conditional,  with  an  oblique  case,  here  a 
dative, inserted ;  nos  donar  lo8  niem  90  q  valien,  we 
would  pay  them  for  them  [the  horses]  what  they  were  worth. 

There  is  a  more  interesting  example  of  a  newly  formed  inflec- 
tion in  languages  cognate  with  our  own,  and  I  shall  point  out 
other  remarkable  instances  of  a  tendency  in  the  same  direction,  in 
discussing  the  Old-English  inflections.:|:  The  Icelandic  has  a  re- 
flective form  of  the  verb,  used  also  as  a  passive,  the  characteristio 

*  The  HoBflo-Gothic  verb  h ab a n ,  to  have,  was  used  as  ti  future  auzUiary, 
not  as  a  pott.  Thus,  in  John  zii.  26  :  "  jah  f»arei  im  ik,  j^anih  sa  andbahts 
meins  visan  habai^/'  and  where  I  am,  there  my  servant  shall  be.  And 
when  used  in  the  past  tense,  it  still  inyolved  the  future  corresponding  to  the 
tootUd  and  should  of  the  English  Bible  in  a  similar  construction,  as  in  John  vi. 
6:  "i^  silba  vissa,  ^atd  habaida  taujan/'  for  he  himself  knew  what  he 
totnUd  do ;  and  John  yi.  71 :  '*  Qua^uh  ^an  ^ana  iudan  seimonis  iskariotu  sa 
auk  habaida  ina  galevjan."  He  spake  of  Judas  Iscariot  the  son  of  Simon ; 
for  he  it  was  that  should  betray  him. 

f  Oonquesta  de  Valencia  por  lo  serenissim  e  catholich  princep  do  Jaimie, 
Valencia,  1515. 

In  the  Chronicle  of  Don  Pero  Nifio,  p.  56,  we  find  the  complicated  combi- 
nation, faeernoa  la  han  dejar,  Ihey  foiU  make  us  abandon  U. 

The  compound  tenses  were  sometimes  used  in  Italian  down  to  the  end  of  the 
fUfteenth  century.  Savonarola  generally  employs  the  inflected  future,  but  in  a 
sermon  delivered  ** adi  Vlll.  di  giugno,  m.cccclxxxxy,"  p.  12,  he  has:  "e 
dicoticheseidio  ha  premiare  huomini almondo  ha  premiare  glichris- 
tlani,'*  etc. 

t  See  Lecture  xviii. 
18 
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of  which  is  the  consonantal  ending  s  t  or  z :  thus  the  active  in- 
finitive at  kalla,   to  call,  makes  the  reflective  kallast  or 
kallaz.     This  was  anciently  written  se  or  sk  instead  of  st, 
and  there  is  no  doubt  that  it  was  originally  simply  a  contraction 
of  the  reflective  pronoun  sik ,  corresponding  to  our  9Af^  or  more 
exactly  to  the  French  reflective  se,  so  that  at  kallast  was 
equivalent  to,  to  call  one?s  adf^  or  the  French  s'appeler.    The 
form  in  question  was  at  first  purely  reflective.    It  gradually  as- 
sumed a  passive  force,  and  there  are  a  few  instances  of  its  employ- 
ment as  such  by  classic  writers  in  the  best  ages  of  that  literature.* 
In  modem  Swedish  and  Danish,  it  is  a  true  passive.    I  dwell 
upon  this  philological  fact  the  more,  because  it  is  one  of  the  few 
cases  where  we  can  show  the  origin  of  an  inflection,  and  it  is  also 
speciaUy  interesting  as  an  instance  of  the  recent  development  of 
a  passive  conjugation  in  a  language  belonging  to  a  family,  which, 
in  common  with  most  modem  European  tongues,  has  rejected  the 
passive  form  altogether,  f    Although  the  theories  I  have  men- 
tioned serve  to  furnish  an  explanation  of  many  cases  of  both  weak 
and  strong  inflection,  there  are  numerous  flectional  phenomena 
which  they  fail  to  account  for.     We  must  seek  the  rationale  of 
these  in  more  recondite  principles,  or,  in  the  present  state  of 
philological  knowledge,  confess  our  inability  to  propose  a  solution, 
and  we  are  sometimes  tempted  to  maintain  with  Becker,  that  lan- 
guage, as  an  organism,  has  its  laws  of  development  and  growth, 
by  virtue  of  which  the  addition  of  vocal  elements  to  the  root  is 
as  purely  a  natural  germination  as  the  sprouting  of  a  bud  at  the 
end  of  a  stem  or  in  the  axilla  of  a  leaf.     No  theory  of  agglutina- 

*  Eigi  munu  ver  |>at  gera,  segir  SkarphctSinn  ^vlat  fdM  mun  aimat  tQ  eUd 
kveykna,  Njfila,  C.  125.  Eigi  muni  fd%i  slikr  kostr ;  Fommanna  SOgur  IIL 
78,  RauiSgrani  ^i  \k  ekki.    Forn.  SOg.  Nort.  II.,  244. 

f  The  want  of  passive  forms  is  a  serious  defect  in  the  grammar  of  modem 
European  languages,  and  many  of  them  have  resorted  to  singular  devioes  to 
supply  their  place.  Thus  in  Italian,  "  da,  dare  a  mutuo  lire  dieci  mila  mediante 
ipoteca  mora  ed  interresso  concertandi."    Newspaper  Advertisement. 

"  I  monumenti  onde  qui  si  tratta  furono  comminciati  a  scoprirai  nel  1848, 
*  *  una  forma  che  ne  furono  potuti  raccogliere  paiecchi,"  etc.  Kewspaper 
Article. 

In  old  Spanish,  pagadero  (someiimeB  pagador  and  haoedero),  and 
in  old  Catalan,  pagador,  were  used  with  a  gerundial  and  passive  signiflea 
tion. 
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tion  or  ooalcHceooe  will  explain  the  general  resemblance  of  the 
genitive  singular  to  the  nominative  plnral  in  English  nouns,  and 
the  like  coincidence  between  the  same  cases  in  the  mascnline  and 
feminine  genders  of  Latin  snbstantives  and  adjectives.  The 
diaracteristic  endings  of  the  genders,  and  the  identity  of  form  be- 
tween the  nominative,  accnsative,  and  vocative  cases  in  the  nentet 
gender  of  adjectives  and  snbstantives  in  both  Greek  and  Latin  are 
peculiarities  of  an  equally  obscure  character  *    Linguistics,  as  a 

*  Archbishop  Whatdy  makes  the  following  suggestion  in  his  annotation  on 
Lord  Bacon's  sixteenth  essay : 

"  In  that  phenomenon  in  language,  that  both  in  the  Greek  and  Latin,  nouns 
of  the  neuter  gender,  denoting  things,  invariably  had  the  nondnmUoe  and  the 
aectuaUte  the  same,  or  rather  had  an  accusative  only,  employed  as  a  nomina- 
tive when  required, — ^may  there  not  be  traced  an  indistinct  consciousness  of  the 
persuasion  that  a  mere  thing  is  not  capable  of  being  an  agent,  which  a  person 
only  can  reaUy  be ;  and  that  the  possession  of  power,  strictly  so  called,  by 
physical  causes,  is  not  conceivable,  or  their  capacity  to  maintain,  any  more 
than  to  produce  at  first,  the  system  of  the  universe  ? — whose  continued  exist- 
ence, as  well  as  its  origin,  seems  to  depend  on  the  continued  operation  of  the 
great  Creator.  May  there  not  be  in  this  an  admission  that  the  laws  of  nature 
presuppose  an  agent,  and  are  incapable  of  being  the  cause  of  their  own  observ- 
ance ?  " 

It  is  with  diffidence  that  I  venture  any  criticism  on  so  profound  a  thinker 
and  so  accurate  a  writer  as  the  distinguished  scholar  from  whom  I  quote,  but 
it  appears  to  me  that  this  view  of  the  case  supposes  grammatical  gender  to  be 
essentiaUy  indicative  of  sex,  that  sex  is  a  necessary  attribute  of  all  personality, 
including  that  of  the  Deity,  and  that  want  of  sex  distinguishes  the  thing  from 
the  person.  The  Greeks  as  weU  as  the  Latins,  generally  at  least,  employed 
gender  as  a  mere  gnunmatical  sign,  for  the  names  of  thousands  of  things  in 
both  languages,  are  masculine  and  feminine,  and  on  the  other  hand  beings  are 
in  very  many  cases  designated  by  words  of  the  neuter  gender.  The  words  of 
this  latter  class,  it  is  true,  are  generally  derivatives,  diminutives,  and  the  like, 
but  I  am  aware  of  no  reason  to  suppose  that  in  any  stage  of  the  Greek  or  Latin, 
whatever  may  have  been  the  case  in  the  older  tongues  from  which  they  are 
derived,  the  masculine  and  feminine  forms  alone  were  capable  of  expressing 
personality.  The  neuter  adjective,  rh  Oeiov  is  used  absolutely  for  the  Divias 
Being  or  Essence,  by  Herodotus  and  by  iBschylus.  The  chorus  in  the  Aga- 
menmon  applies  it  to  the  inspiration  of  the  Divinity. 

1088,  XO.  XP^<'^^v  hucev  ufupl  tov  dvr^f  kokuv, 
fihei  rb  Qeiov  dcv^i^  napbv  ^pevi; 

and  it  oocnrs  in  the  sense  of  Divine  control  in  the  Choephori,  v.  950, 

KparetTal  ira^  rd  Qeiov  irapa  rd  fi^ 
imovpyelv  KOKoig. 

As  a  proof  that  the  Latin  grammarians  did  not  attach  the  notion  of  sexuality 
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science,  is  still  in  its  infancy,  and  its  accomnlation  of  facts  is  bnt 
jnst  begun.  We  shall  doubtless  hereafter  penetrate  much  deeper 
into  the  mysteries  of  language,  but  yet  we  must  resign  ourselves 
to  the  conclusion,  that  speech,  like  other  branches  of  human  in* 
quiry,  will  be  found  to  have  its  ultimate  f acts,  the  detection  of 
whose  causative  principles  is  beyond  our  reach. 

to  grammatical  gender,  see  Yarro,  quoted  in  Andrews  under  genut.  The  use 
of  genui  instead  of  memm  shows  this. 

Pellissier,  in  his  La  Langue  Fran^aise,  p.  152,  says :  "  Le  genie  neutre  dis- 
paralt  dans  le  vieuz  fran9ais,  sans  grand  prejudice  litteratre  et  aTec  un  grand 
avantage  de  precision  et  de  simplicity  i>our  la  pratique." 

In  German  MSmnchm  is  used  for  the  fnaU,  and  W$ibeh$n  tat  the  female  ol 
the  lower  animals. 


LEOTUEE   XVI. 

GBAIOCATIOAL  INFLBOTIONB. 

n. 

Thb  general  principle  which  the  philological  facts  stated  in  the 
last  lecture  serve  to  illnstrate,  is,  that  in  folly  inflected  languages 
like  the  Latin,  the  grammatical  relations,  as  well  as  many  other 
conditions  of  words,  are  indicated  by  their  form;  in  langoages 
with  few  inflections,  like  English,  by  their  positions  in  the  period, 
and  by  the  aid  of  certain  small  words  called  auxiliaries  and  parti- 
cles, tiiemselves  insignificant,  but  serving  to  point  out  the  connec- 
tion between  other  words.  In  the  proposition  which  was  taken 
as  an  example,  sheep  fear  mcmj  oves  timent  hominem, 
the  English  words  were  each  employed  in  the  simplest  form  in 
which  they  exist  in  the  language,  without  any  variation  for  case, 
number,  or  person,  whereas  in  the  corresponding  Latin  phrase, 
every  word  was  varied  from  the  radical,  or  inflected,  according  to 
its  grammatical  relations  to  other  words  in  the  period.  Hence,  it 
will  be  seen  that  for  determining  the  relations  between  the  con- 
stituents of  a  Latin  period,  the  attention  is  first  drawn  to  the  in- 
flected syllables  of  the  words,  and  only  secondarily  to  their  im- 
port These  syllables  may  be  called  the  mechanical  part  of  gram- 
mar, because,  though  they  probably  once  had  an  intelligible  sig- 
nificance in  themselves,  yet  that  had  been  lost  before  Boman 
literature  had  a  being,  and  so  far  back  as  we  can  trace  the  lan- 
guage, they  were  always,  as  they  now  are,  mere  signs  of  external 
relations  and  accidental  conditions  of  the  words  to  which  they  are 
applied.  When  the  first  inflected  word  in  a  Latin  sentence  is  ut- 
tered, its  relations  to  the  entire  proposition  are  approximately 
known  by  its  ending,  its  ear-mark ;  and  the  mind  of  the  listener 
is  next  occupied  in  sorting  out  of  the  words  that  follow,  another, 
whose  termination  taUies  with  that  of  the  first ;  the  process  is  n> 

(293) 
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peated  with  the  second,  and  so  on  to  the  end  of  the  period,  the 
sense  being  often  absolutely  suspended  until  you  arrive  at  the 
key-word,  which  may  be  the  last  in  the  whole  sentence.  We  may 
illustrate  the  mental  process  thus  gone  through,  by  imagining  the 
words  composing  an  English  sentence  to  be  numbered  one,  two, 
three,  and  so  on,  but  to  be  pronounced  or  written  promiscuously, 
without  any  regard  to  the  English  rules  of  position  and  eracces- 
fiion.  Let  it  be  agreed  that  the  nominative,  or  subject  of  the 
verb,  shall  be  marked  one^  the  verb  i/wo^  and  the  objective  case,  or 
object  of  the  verb,  three.  Thus,  William  1,  struck  2,  Peter  3. 
It  is  evident  that  if  we  once  become  perfectly  familiar  with  the 
application  of  the  numbers,  so  that  one  instantly  suggests  to  us 
the  grammatical  notion  of  the  subject  or  nominative,  two  that  of 
the  verb,  and  three  that  of  the  object  or  objective,  the  numeral 
being  in  every  case  the  sign  of  the  grammatical  category,  tlie  po- 
sition of  the  words  becomes  unimportant,  and  it  is  indifferent 
whether  I  say  William  1,  struck  2,  Peter  3,  or  Pfeter  3,  struck  2, 
William  1.  The  subject,  the  verb,  and  the  object  remain  the 
same  in  both  forms,  and  the  meaning  of  course  must  be  the  same. 
English-speaking  persons,  in  practising  such  lessons,  would  at  first, 
no  doubt,  mentally  rearrange  the  period,  by  placing  the  words  in 
the  order  of  their  numbers,  according  to  the  law  of  English  syn- 
tax, just  as  we  do  in  construing  or  banning  to  read  a  foreign 
language  with  a  syntactical  system  different  from  our  own.  This, 
in  long  sentences,  would  be  very  inconvenient,  because  the  words 
and  their  numbers  must  be  retained  in  the  memory  until  the  sen- 
tence is  completely  spoken  or  read  through,  and  then  arranged 
afterwards;  but  practice  of  this  sort  would  be  found  a  useful 
grammatical  exercise,  and  at  the  same  time  would  facilitate  the 
comprehension  of  the  syntactical  principles  of  languages,  where 
the  meaning  of  the  period  is  not  determined  by  position.  This 
method  of  illustrating  the  principles  of  syntactical  arrangement 
may  seem  fanciful,  but  nevertheless  numbers  have  been  employed 
by  very  high  English  authority,  in  actual  literary  composition,  as 
a  means  of  marking  grammatical  relation.  Sir  Philip  Sidney,  in 
the  third  book  of  the  Arcadia,  introduces  a  sonnet  ^  with  some  art 
ouriously  written,"  in  which  the  words  are  arranged  chiefly  ac- 
cording to  metrical  convenience ;  but  their  relations  indicated  by 
numbers  printed  over  eaoh  word.    There  is,  however,  a  difference 
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between  his  Bjstem  of  nnmeratian  and  that  which  I  have  used  in 
the  example  just  given.  He  applies  the  sa/me  number  to  all  the 
words  composing  each  separate  member  of  the  period,  becanse, 
in  a  long  proposition  containing  many  members,  the  numbers 
would  be  difficult  to  retain,  if  running  on  consecutively.  Thus, 
the  nominative,  the  verb,  tiie  objective,  and  the  adverbial  phrase 
of  qualification,  composing  the  first  member,  are  all  marked  (ms; 
the  same  elements  of  the  second  member  all  marked  Udo^  and  so 
of  the  rest    The  sonnet  is  as  follows : 

\  %  s  Its 

Yertue,  beautie,  and  speech,  did  strike,  wound,  channe, 

1         a        s  Its 

Hy  heart,  eyes,  eares,  with  wonder,  love,  delight^ 

Its  It  t 

Firsts  second,  last,  did  binde,  enforce,  and  arme 

1  t  t  IS  s 

lOs  works,  shews,  suits,  with  wit,  grace,  and  vows^  might 

1  t  3  1  t  S 

Hiiis  bonofor,  liking,  1aru8t»  mudi,  farre,  and  deepe. 
Its  Its 

Held,  pierc'ty  posses't,  my  Judgment^  sense  and  will, 

1  t  3  1  s  3 

Tm  wrong,  cantempt»  deceit,  did  grow,  steale,  craepc^ 

Its  It  3 

Bands,  favour,  faith,  to  breake,  defile,  and  kilL 

1  S  S  1  s  t 

Then  griefe,  unkindnesse^  proof e,  tooke,  kindled,  thought 

1  t         3       1         a  3 

Wen  grounded,  noble,  due,  spite,  rage,  disdaine. 

Its  123 

But  ah»  alas,  0n  vaine)  my  minde,  sights  thought 

1  t  3  1  s  s 

Doth  him,  his  face,  his  words,  leave,  shun,  leCndne. 

1  t  3  1  '  t  s 

For  no  thing,  time,  nor  place,  can  loose,  quench,  ease, 

1  t  3  1  s  3 

Mine  owae^  emhraced,  sought^  knot  fire,  disease. 

The  fixst  four  yersee  transposed  according  to  the  roles  of  Engh'sh 
qn^itax  wonld  read  thns : 

1  111 

1  Yertue        did  strike  my  heart  with  wonder, 

s  s  t  s 

%  Beautie        "  wound  ••  eyes     •*    love, 

t  3  S  3 

8  And  q>eech  "  charme "  eares    "    delight 
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1  1  I  I  • 

1  The  first  did  bind  his  works  with  wit» 

8  t  8  8 

9  "  second,  "  enforce  "  shews     "    grace, 

S  S  3  S 

8  And    "    last     "   anne    "  suits       "    vows'  might 

A  like  example  occurs  in  some  complimentary  verses  addressed 
by  Edward  Ingham  to  the  celebrated  John  Smith,  and  printed  in 
Smith's  History  of  Virginia : 

18  8  18  8 

Truth,  travayle,  and  n^lect,  pure,  painefull,  most  unkinde, 

18  3  18  8 

Doth  prove,  consume,  dismay,  the  soule,  the  corps,*  the  minde. 

Again,  we  may  suppose,  that  instead  of  numbering  the  words 
according  to  their  order  in  English  syntax,  the  subject,  verb,  and 
object  are  respectively  distinguished  by  the  letters  of  the  alpha- 
bet, a,  },  0.  It  is  evident  that  in  this  case  also,  the  position  of 
the  words  might  be  varied  at  pleasure  vidthout  affecting  the 
sense.  Or,  to  come  at  once  to  the  actual  fact,  as  it  exists  in 
many  languages,  let  us  agree  that  the  nominatiye  case  of  all 
nouns  of  the  masculine  gender  shall  end  in  the  syllable  -ns, 

*  Southey,  who  was  very  well  read  in  early  English  literature,  apjiears  to 
have  overlooked  the  fact  that  corpB  was,  not  unfrequenUy,  used  for  hodif  of  a 
living  person  in  the  seventeenth  century.  In  a  note  on  p.  407  of  the  Chronicle 
of  the  Cid,  upon  the  word  "  Carrion/'  he  says :  "  In  the  translation  of  Riche- 
ome's  Pilgrim  of  Loreto  by  G.  W.,  printed  at  Paris*  1680,  a  similar  word  is 
employed,  but  not  designedly,  *  *  *  the  translator  living  in  a  foreign  country, 
and  speaking  a  foreign  language,  had  forgotten  the  nicer  distinctions  of  his 
own. "  ' '  Women  and  maids, "  he  says,  ' '  shall  particularly  examine  themselves 
about  the  vanity  of  their  apparell,  *  *  *  of  their  too  much  care  of  their 
earpB"  &c. 

Spenser  uses  this  word  for  living  body : 

"  A  comely  eorpte  with  beautie  faire  endowed." 

Hymne  in  Honour  of  Beautie,  p.  186. 

Fuller,  in  Andronicus,  or  the  Unfortunate  Politician,  iii.,  18,  uses  eorpt,  a 
dead  body,  as  a  plural :  "  As  for  the  corps  of  Alexius  ♦  •  ♦  th^  y^ere 
most  unworthily  handled,"  4&c.  And  again,  in  his  Church  EQstory  of  Eng- 
land, Book  X.,  Sec.  I.,  §  12,  speaking  of  the  funeral  of  Queen  Elizabeth  he 
says :  "  Her  corps  toere  solemnly  interred  imder  a  fair  tomb,"  Ac  But  at  the 
conclusion  of  Book  XI.,  §g  42,  45,  48,  49,  and  50,  he  emlpoys  eorpm  in  the 
singular,  according  to  the  present  orthography  and  syntax.  Are  we  to 
charge  the  printers  with  the  error,  or  to  credit  them  with  the  correction  ? 
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whi^  will  then  be  equivalent  to  one  in  the  numeral  notation ; 
the  third  person  angular  of  the  past  tense  of  active  verbs  shall 
end  in  the  syllable  -it,  which  will  correspond  to  number  two^ 
and  the  objective  shall  terminate  in  the  syllable  -um,  answering 
to  iho'ee.  This  would  in  fact  be  the  Latin  system,  except  that 
there  is  a  greater  variety  of  Latin  endings  than  those  I  have  men- 
tioned. The  terminations  here  answer  the  same  purpose  as  the 
numbers,  and  it  is  plain  that  the  order  of  the  words  in  the  period 
becomes  grammaticaUy  indifferent : 

GuUelmus  percusBit  Petrum, 
Gulielmus  Petrum  peicaasit^ 
Petrum  percusBit  Gulielmus, 
Petrum  Gulielmus  percuss  it, 
Percussit  Gulielmus  Petrum, 
Percussit  Petrum  Gulielmus, 

all  being  equally  clear,  and  all  meaning  the  same  thing.  While 
therefore  this  simple  phrase  admits  of  but  one  arrangement  in 
English,  the  Latin  syntax  allows  half  a  dozen,  all  equally  une- 
quivocal in  meaning. 

Every  Latin  verb  has  numerous  terminations,  each  of  which 
indicates  whether  the  action  expressed  by  it  is  past,  present,  or 
future,  whether  its  subject  is  singular  or  plural,  and  whether  it 
is  in  the  first,  second,  or  third  person.  Every  noun  has  several 
terminations,  each  of  which  determines  its  case,  nominative,  geni- 
tive, (possessive,)  and  dative,  accusative  or  ablative,  (objective,) 
and  the  like,  its  number,  and  generally  also  its  gender.  Every 
adjective  has  many  endings,  each  of  which  denotes  the  same  ac- 
cidents as  those  of  the  noun.  In  many  instances,  the  endings  of 
the  noun  and  adjective  indicative  of  case,  number,  and  gender, 
are  the  same  in  both  classes  of  words ;  in  others,  they  are  differ- 
ent, but  whether  like  or  unlike,  they,  and  those  of  the  verb  also, 
correspond  to  each  other,  so  that  when  the  forms  are  once  thor- 
oughly mastered,  it  is  in  general  easy  to  decide,  by  the  termina- 
tions alone,  without  reference  to  position,  to  what  noun  a  partic- 
ular adjective  belongs,  and  what  are  the  relations  between  the 
noun  and  the  verb.  Hence,  in  English,  the  form  determines  lit- 
tle, the  position  much ;  in  Latin,  the  relative  importance  of  the 
two  conditions  is  reversed,  and,  comparatively  speaking,  order  is 
18* 
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nothings  form  is  eTerjthing.  The  Latinfi  could  employ  foreign 
names  or  other  words,  only  bj  clipping  or  etretching  them  to 
their  own  standard,  and  not  only  conforming  them  to  their  or- 
thoepy, but  to  their  syntax  also.  Accordingly,  the  Celtic,  Teu- 
tonic, and  other  barbarons  common  and  proper  nouns,  which  oo- 
car  so  often  in  Boman  history,are  so  mnch  disfigored  by  changes 
in  the  radical  combinations  of  letters,  and  especially  in  their  char> 
acteristie  terminations,  that  it  is  difficult  to  detect  their  original 
elements,  and  they  aid  us  little  in  discovering  the  f<»rm8  which 
marked  the  non-Boman  dialects  of  those  periods.  The  modem 
writers  of  the  sixteenth  century — a  period  when  the  European 
languages  were  little  studied  out  of  iheir  native  territory — ^re- 
sorted to  Latin  as  a  means  of  communication,  whenever  they 
wished  to  make  themselves  understood  beyond  the  limits  of  their 
respective  countries,  and  the  rigid  syntax  of  that  language  com- 
pelled them  to  perform  similar  operations  on  the  modem  names 
which  they  introduced  into  their  writings.  The  historian  de 
Thou,  or  Thuanus,  as  he  called  himself.  Latinized  the  names  of 
his  personages  in  so  strange  a  fashion  that,  to  follow  him,  one 
must  know  not  only  the  inflections,  but  the  etymology,  both  of 
the  Latin  and  of  the  modem  languages  to  which  these  names  bo- 
long.  Thus  the  French  family  name  Entraigues,  etymologically, 
entre  les  aigues,  (aigues  being  an  old  form  for  eaux, 
waters,)  and  meaning  letweenrthe^waterSj  is,  for  the  convenience 
of  declension,  converted  into  Interamnas,  a  Latin  form,  of 
corresponding  etymology,  and  in  the  same  way  Du  Bois  became 
Sylvius.  The  native  name  of  the  celebrated  Erasmus  was 
Gheraerd  Gheraerds.  The  root  of  Gheraerd  is  a  verb  signifying 
to  desire,  but  the  name  was  very  repugnant  to  Boman  orthogra- 
phy and  syntax,  and  the  great  scholar  Latinized  his  prenomen 
into  Desiderius,  and  Grsecized  his  surname  into  Eras- 
mus, both  signifying  the  same  thing.  Li  like  manner,  the  lit- 
erary name  of  the  Beformer  Melanchthon  is  a  translation  of  the 
German  Schwarzerde,  or  Blackearth,  and  that  of  Oecolam* 
padius  is  a  Greek  version  of  his  Gterman  family  appellative, 
Hausschein.* 

*  Bolton,  in  his  Hypercritica,  (Haslewood's  Collection,  IL  252»)  aays :  "  Iik 
this  fine  and  meer  schoolish  folly,  after  that,  C^rge  Bachanan  is  often  taken  ; 
not  without  casting  his  reader  into  obscurity.    For  in  his  histories,  where  he 
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But  to  retnm :  From  what  has  been  said  of  the  tstmctnre  of 
the  Latin,  as  compared  with  that  of  the  English  period,  it  is  ob- 
yions  that  the  analysis  to  which  a  proposition  is  sabjected  in  the 
mind  of  the  listener,  is  eondncted  by  very  different  processes  in 
Latin  and  EnglisL  Li  the  English  sentence,  the  proportion  of 
words  whose  form  fixes  their  grammatical  category  is  too  small 
to  serve  as  a  guide  to  the  meaning.  The  logical  relations  must 
first  be  determined,  and  the  syntactical  relations  inferred  from 
Hiem.  Li  Latin,  on  the  contrary,  you  first,  so  to  speak,  spell  out 
the  syntax,  and  thence  infer  the  sense  of  the  period.  In  other 
words,  to  parse  an  English  sentence,  you  must  first  understand  it ; 
to  understand  a  Latin  period,  you  must  first  parse  it  And  in 
ihis  predominance  of  the  formal  over  the  l(^cal  lies  the  exceed- 
ing value  of  Latin  as  a  grammatical  discipline — ^not  as  a  neces- 
8B17  means  of  comprehending  or  using  our  own  tongn&— but  as 
a  universal  key  to  all  language,  a  general  type  of  comparison 
wiiereby  to  try  all  other  modes  of  human  speech. 

The  English  student  who  has  mastered  Latin  may  be  assured, 
Ihat  he  haa  thereby  learned  one-half  of  what  he  has  to  learn  in 
aoquiring  any  Continental  language.  The  thorough  comprehen-^ 
aion  of  this  one  syntax  has  stored  his  mind,  once  for  all,  with 
linguistic  principles  of  general  application,  which,  without  this 
study,  must  be  acquired  oyer  again,  in  the  shape  of  independent 
concrete  facts,  with  every  new  language  he  commences.  Latin 
syntax,  in  fact,  embraces  and  typifies  all  the  rest ;  and  he  who 
possesses  himself  of  it,  as  a  preUminary  to  varied  linguistic  attain- 
ment and  research,  will  have  made  a  preparation  analogous  to  that 
of  the  naturalist,  who  familiarizes  himself  with  the  scientific 
olassification  and  nomenclature  of  the  study  he  pursues,  by  the 
critical  study  of  some  perfectly  organized  type,  before  he  attempts 
tx>  investigate  the  characteristics  of  inferior  species. 

An  important  advantage  of  a  positional  and  auxiliary  over  a 
flectional  syntax,  ia  that  the  ehapcee  of  grammatical  error  are 

qieaketh  of  one  Wiaehart,  so  little  was  his  ear  able  to  bfook  the  name,  as  that, 
tiaiifllnting  the  sense  thereof  into  Greek,  of  WiBehart  comes  forth  unto  us  So 
BBOOABDitTB."  The  Fardle  of  Facions  giyes  us  the  conyerse  of  this  practice, 
aiHl  calls  the  historian  Tacitus,  OomeliuB  the  «<iS.  **  For  ComenvtB  the  styUej 
im  his  flrste  book  of  his  yerely  exploictes,  called  in  Latine  Annales,"  &c.,  Ac 
chap,  iiii.,  S.  iii,  edition  of  1555 ;  reprint  of  1812,  p.  812. 
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diminished  in  about  the  same  proportion  as  the  number  of  forms 
is  reduced,  and,  accordingly,  we  observe  that  the  mistakes  of  bad 
speakers  in  English  are  never  in  the  way  of  position,  not  often  in 
particles  or  auxiliaries,  but  almost  uniformly  in  the  right  employ- 
ment of  inflections,  such  as  the  use  of  the  singnlar  verb  with  a 
plural  noun,  the  confounding  of  the  preterite  with  the  past  parti- 
ciple, or  the  employment  of  the  strong  inflection  for  the  weak,  or 
the  weak  for  the  strong.  The  double  system  of  conjugation  in 
our  verbs,  that  with  the  letter-change  and  that  by  augmeBtation, 
is  a  fertile  source  of  blunders,  not  only  with  children,  but  with 
older  persons ;  and  for  want  of  that  particular  exercise,  our  Angli- 
can memories  are  so  little  retentive  of  forms,  that  even  distin- 
guished writers  are  sometimes  convicted  of  grave  transgressions 
in  accidence.* 

Inflected  languages  have  an  important  advantage  over  those 
whose  words  are  invariable,  in  their  greater  freedom  from 
equivocation.t  In  a  perfect  inflected  grammar,  in  a  system  where, 
for  instance,  the  forms  of  the  genders  and  cases  of  nouns,  adjec- 
tives, articles,  and  pronouns,  should  be  so  varied  that  no  single 
ending  could  be  used  in  different  connections,  or  for  different  pur- 
poses ;  where  the  distinctions  of  number,  person,  mood,  tense,  and 
condition,  in  the  verbs,  should  have  each  its  appropriate  and  ex- 
clusive form ;  and  where  the  rules  of  verbal  and  prepositional 
regimen  should  be  uniform  and  without  exception;  in  such  a 

*  I  noticed  in  the  last  lecture  the  confusion  between  the  causative  forms  to 
/«a,  to  lay,  to  Kt,  and  their  respectiye  simple  verbs /off,  Ue,  and  tit;  but  almost 
all  verbs  with  the  strong  inflection  are  subject  to  erroneous  conjugation,  especi- 
ally if  the  preterite  and  past  participle  differ  from  each  other  as  well  as  from 
the  indicative  present.  The  verbs  to  go  and  to  am  are  particularly  unlucky  in 
the  treatment  they  receive.  Had  toent  is  very  often  heard  from  ignorant  per- 
sons, and  I  have  known  a  gentleman  in  an  important  station  in  public  life,  a 
close  personal  and  political  friend  of  an  American  Senator  afterwards  Chief 
Magistrate  of  the  United  States,  who  often  prefaced  confidential  explanations 
of  his  votes  by  saying :  "  I  have  satoed  Mr.  B  *  *  *  this  morning,  and  he 
said,"  4&C.,  &c. 

f  In  a  previous  lecture,  I  have  aUuded  to  the  vagueness  and  TnlRtin^w  of 
Latin  vocables  as  being  in  a  measure  compensated  by  its  inflections  and  struc- 
ture. As  marked  instances  of  this  vagueness  of  meaning  in  individual  words 
— a  vagueness  in  some  cases  reaching  not  only  to  equivocation  but  to  actual 
contradiction — I  would  refer  to  ratio,  haneittu,  hospei,  tiniiter  as  applied  to  the 
auspices,  etc. 
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STstem,  the  meaning  of  an  anther  might  be  obBcure  from  pro- 
f onndnees  of  thought,  or  vague  from  the  indefiniteness  of  the 
vocabulary,  but  it  oould  hardlj  be  equivocal  The  passages  in 
classic  authors  where  either  one  of  two  meanings  is,  grammati* 
cally  speaking,  equally  probable,  are  not  very  numerous,  and 
where  they  actually  occur,  it  usually  arises  from  neglecting  the 
inflectional,  and  employing  a  simpler  construction,  or  from  the 
fact  that  one  inflection  is  obliged  to  serve  for  more  than  one  pur- 
pose. In  the  illustration  just  used,  I  showed  that  the  relative 
positions  of  the  nominative  and  the  objective  were  indifferent  in 
Latin ;  both  might  follow  the  verb,  both  might  precede  it,  the 
nominative  might  go  before  and  the  objective  after,  as  in  Eng- 
lish, or  the  direct  contrary;  Gulielmus  Petrum  per- 
cuss i  t ,  in  the  order  nominative,  objective,  verb,  being  just  as 
dear  and  unequivocal  as  when  the  objective  follows  the  verb. 
We  have  in  English  a  remarkable  construction,  borrowed  proba- 
bly from  the  Latin,  by  which,  in  a  dependent  proposition,  the 
objective  with  the  infinitive  is  put  for  the  nominative  with  a  finite 
verb.  Thus,  "  I  think  him  to  be  a  man  of  talents,"  instead  of  "  I 
think  that  he  is  a  man  of  talents."  Now,  awkward  as  this  is, 
its  meaning  is  perfectly  unequivocal.  The  Greeks  and  the  Latins 
employed  the  same  form,  but  much  more  extensively,  and  by  no 
means  with  the  infinitive  of  neuter  verbs  alone,  ssiobey  and  the 
like,  but  with  active  or  transitive  verbs,  which  themselves  took 
and  governed  another  objective  or  accusative.*  This  is  one  of 
the  cases  where  a  departure  from  general  syntactical  principles 
may  produce  an  uncertainty  of  meaning.  When  Pyrrhus  con- 
sulted the  oracle  as  to  the  result  of  his  meditated  war  with  Borne, 
thoTeply  was,  "  I  declare  you,  O  Pyrrhus,  the  Romans  to  be  able 
to  conquer  1 "  Now  in  Greek  and  Latin,  as  we  have  said,  there 
was  no  rule  of  position  requiring  the  objective  to  follow  the  verb 
which  governed  it,  and  it  was  therefore  doubtful  whether  the 
oracle  meant,  "  I  declare  you  to  be  able  to  conquer  the  Eomans," 
or,  "  I  declare  the  Bomans  to  be  able  to  conquer  you." 

*  We  find,  in  early  English,  examples  of  the  objective  before  other  Inflni- 
tives  than  that  of  the  substantive  verb.  Thus,  in  Genesis  xxxvii.  7,  older 
Wyclifflte  version  :  "  I  wenede  vs  to  bynden  hondfulUs  in  the  feelde,  and  myn 
hondful  as  to  ryse."  The  modem  construction,  "  I  saw  him  go"  and  the  like, 
is  not  an  analogous  form,  but  of  a  different  origin. 
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In  English,  on  the  other  hand,  bo  much  depends  on  positioni 
and  the  possible  yarieties  of  position  between  two  logically  con- 
nected words  are  so  many,  that  it  is  often  extremely  difficult  to 
frame  a  long  sentence,  where  it  shall  not  be  grammatically  unce^ 
tain  to  which  of  two  or  three  subjects  or  antecedents  a  predicate 
or  relative  belongs.  Hence,  we  are  continually  driven  to  turn 
from  the  dead  letter  to  the  living  thought,  to  project  onreelveB 
into  the  mind  of  the  author,  in  order  to  determine  ^e  grammath 
cal  connection  of  his  words ;  to  divine  his  special  meaning  from 
the  general  tenor  of  his  discourse,  rather  than  to  infer  it  from  his 
syntax.  Of  all  English  writers,  Spenser  shows  himself  most  in* 
dependent  of  the  laws  of  position.  He  disregards  altogether  the 
common  grammatical  rule  of  referring  the  relative  to  the  last 
antecedent,  and  trusts  entirely  to  the  sagacity  of  the  reader  to 
detect  the  who  in  the  multitude  of  he%  and  fihea  that  go  before  it* 
Apart  from  the  point  of  equivocation,  which  does  not  often  gtb- 
ate  any  real  logical  difficulty  in  comprehending  an  author,  how- 
ever much  we  may  be  embarrassed  in  parsing  him,  I  do  not  think 
that,  with  respect  to  precision  of  expression,  or  the  nice  discrimi- 
nation of  delicate  distinctions  of  thought  and  shades  of  sentiment, 
inflected  languages  have  any  advantage.  These  quaUties  of  speech 
are  independent  of  grammatical  form.  They  are  determined  by 
the  inherent  expressiveness  of  individual  words,  far  more  than  by 
their  syntactical  relations,  and  it  would  be  difficult  to  produce  an 
example  of  a  subtlety  of  thought  expressible  by  inflection,  which 
could  not  be  conveyed  with  equal  precision  and  certainty,  by 
proper  uninflected  words  with  the  aid  of  particles  and  auxiliarie6.t 

*  The  description  of  the  combat  between  Sir  Quyon  and  Pyrochles,  in  Canto 
XI.,  book  I.,  of  the  Ffterie  Queene,  is  a  characteristic  example  of  this  gram- 
matical confusion. 

In  Danish  the  possessive  ease  of  the  personal  pronoun  (bans,  hendes)  is  distin- 
guished from  the  possessive  pronoun  (sin),  so  that  the  embarrassment  often 
arising  in  English  from  the  confusion  of  these  categories  is  avoided,  as  it  was 
in  ancient  Latin. 

f  Doubtless  habuissem  isa  more  elegant  and  convenient  form  than  1 
migTit,  could,  icould,  or  should-have-had,  which  grammars  give  as  its  equivalents, 
but  our  varieties  of  expression,  awkward  as  they  are,  more  than  compensate 
us,  by  their  distinctions  of  meaning,  for  the  simplicity  of  the  one  word,  which 
the  Romans  used  for  so  many.  Fontenelle  said :  "  Si  ]e  recommengats  la  vie,  Je 
f  er  ais  toutce  que  j'ai  fait"  Did  he  mean  I  would  do,  or  I  should  do  f  or  did 
he,  and  do  others  using  like  inflections,  syncretize  the  two  thoughts  in  one  ex 
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Emphajsis  itself  may  often  be  made  to  serve  as  an  auxiliary.  Take, 
for  example,  the  phrase :  "  Why  will  ye  die  ? "  Here  we  may 
have  three  veiy  distinct  shades,  according  to  the  reading,  ^'  Why 
will  ye  die?"  or  "Why  voiJl  ye  dief  or  again,  "Why  will  ye 

Fixedness  of  position  is  an  essential  quality  of  syntax  in  lan- 
guages where  grammatical  relations  are  not  determined  by  inflec- 
tion, because  position  only  can  indicate  the  relation  between  a 
given  word,  and  those  witii  which  it  is  connected  by  particles  and 
auxiliaries. 

But  though  the  position  of  words  must  be  a  fixed  one,  yet  it 
does  not  necessarily  follow  the  natural  order  of  thought  in  any 
given  case,  but  may  be  entirely  independent  of  logical  sequence, 
and  of  course  arbitrary.  Of  this  there  are  numerous  examples  in 
EnglisL  Except  when  we  depart  from  the  idiom  of  the  language, 
by  poetic  or  rhetorical  license,  we  must  place  first,  the  subject, 
then  the  copula  or  predicate  verb,  and  then  the  object,  as,  for  ex- 
ample, William  struck  Peter,  WHliam  being  the  subject  or  agent, 
struck  the  verb,  Pet&r  the  object  or  sufferer.  Now,  this  may  be 
the  logical  order  of  thought,  or  it  may  not,  according  to  circum- 
stances, but  nevertheless  the  law  of  position  in  English  is  inflexi- 

pression  ?  In  such  cases,  the  context,  or  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
words  were  spoken,  must  be  called  in  to  decide.  In  English,  the  auxiliaiy  de- 
termioes  the  sense.  In  some  cases  our  English  auxiliary  toiU  has  the  full  force 
of  an  independent  word.  We  all  feel  that  Itoill  not,  is  much  stronger  thsaije 
ne  veuxpM. 

The  office  of  verbal  inflections  is  to  express  qualified  and  conditioned,  rather 
than  complex,  thought.  The  difficulty  of  comprehending  an  idea,  or  of  ex- 
pressing it  in  any  language  with  a  reasonably  copious  vocabulary,  does  not  lie 
in  its  conditions,  or  even  in  its  complexity,  but  is  proportioned  to  its  subtlety, 
and  what  Browne  calls  its  etementarity.  So  long  as  we  can  separate  from  the 
radical  conception  the  qualifications  and  combinations  accidental  to  it,  we  can 
readily  express  those  qualifications  and  combinations  by  auxiliary  or  other 
subordinate  forms.  In  thought  and  in  language,  so  far  as  decomposition  is 
practicable,  comprehension  and  expression  are  easy,  but,  as  in  chemistry  con- 
sidered as  a  sensuous  manifestation  of  immaterial  force,  where  analysis  ends, 
there  mystery  begins. 

*  Demosthenes  is  said  on  one  occasion  to  have  emphasized  the  word  fuodorrd^ 
(hireling)  by  purposely  misplacing  the  accent,  and  pronouncing  it,  fiuodiiToq. 
The  audience,  in  correcting  his  mispronunciation,  repeated  the  epithet  with 
the  proper  accent    "  Yes/'  exclaimed  the  orator,  "  jou  agree  with  me-^ie  If 

a  fuadurrd^.** 
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ble.  If,  for  example,  the  words  just  supposed  are  uttered  in  re- 
ply to  the  question,  Who  struck  Peter }  then  the  grammatical  mle 
and  the  logical  order  of  arrangement  coincide,  inasmuch  as  the 
personaUtj  of  the  agent  would  first  suggest  itself  to  the  respond 
ent.  But  had  the  question  been,  Whom  did  William  strike?  it  is 
equally  clear  that  the  name  of  the  object,  Peter^  would  first  rise  in 
the  mind,  and  logically  should  be  first  expressed  by  the  lips.  So 
had  it  been  asked,  W^  did  William  ^  to  Peter !  tilie  thought  and 
word  8i/ruch  logically  would,  and  grammatically  should,  take  prec- 
edence. It  is  easy  to  imagine  that,  without  any  question  put, 
circumstances  may  make  first  and  most  prominent  in  the  mind  of 
the  speaker,  either  the  subject,  the  predicate,  or  the  object,  and  it 
is  a  most  important  convenience  to  him  to  be  able  to  follow  what, 
in  the  particular  case,  is  the  natural  order  of  thought  In  inflect- 
ed languages  there  is  little  difficulty  in  following  this  order,  inas- 
much as  the  form  of  every  word  indicates  with  certainty  its 
grammatical  case."*" 

*  In  diflcoasioiiB  apon  the  rdatioiiB  between  the  logical  order  of  thought  and 
the  syntactical  succession  of  words,  it  has  been  sometimes  assnmed,  and  at 
other  times  argued,  that  we  are  to  inquire  into  the  construction  of  the  proposi- 
tion as  abstracted  from  all  circumstances  which  might  affect  the  order  of 
thought  and  expression  in  the  mind  of  either  speaker  or  hearer.  This  is  to 
suppose  a  case  which,  in  articulate  or  written  language  cannot  exist,  and  in  point 
of  fact  seldom,  if  ever,  does  exist  in  purely  intellectual  processes.  No  man 
speaks  or  writes  without  a  motive,  and  that  motive  originates  in  circumstances 
that  necessarily  modify  the  order  in  which  thought  rises  to  the  mind,  and 
words  to  the  lips  or  pen. 

We  know  language  only  in  its  concrete  form,  and  the  grammatical  and 
philological  question  always  is :  What  is  the  order  of  thought  under  such  or 
such  circumstances  ?  The  rhetorical  question  is  still  more  complicated :  How 
am  I,  under  the  circumstances  special  to  itm,  to  arrange  my  words,  that  they 
may  produce  the  right  impression  on  the  mind  or  heart  of  my  hearer  under  the 
circumstances  that  are  operating  on  him  f  This,  indeed,  is  purely  a  matter  of 
an,  and  belongs  as  little  to  philology  as  do  metaphysical  inquiries  into  the  ab- 
stract laws  of  thought.  Men  are  usually  so  much  under  the  control  of  subject- 
ive emotion  that  they  utter  their  words  without  calculating  their  effect  before- 
hand, and  they  habitually  arrange  them  according  to  the  syntactical  laws  of 
the  language  they  are  speaking,  by  a  process  which  long  practice  has  rendered 
mechanical  and  unconscious.  The  circumstances  which  affect  the  order  of 
thought  in  an  independent  proposition,  uttered  not  as  a  reply  to  a  question, 
nor  with  any  reference  to  the  conditions  peculiar  to  the  person  addressed,  are 
too  various  even  to  admit  of  generalization  or  classification.  An  example  or 
two  must  suffice.    To  take  the  proposition  I  have  so  often  employed  as  an 
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It  is  obvious  that  the  power  of  arranging  the  period  at  will — 
of  always  placing  at  the  most  conspicaons  point  the  prominent 
word,  the  key-note  of  the  emotion  we  seek  to  excite— is  a  logical 
and  rhetorical  advantage  of  the  greatest  moment  If  no  snch 
motive  of  position  exists,  the  speaker  may  consult  the  laws  of 
euphonic  sequence,  or  metrical  convenience,  and  order  his  words 
in  such  succession  of  articulate  sounds  as  falls  most  agreeably 
upon  the  ear.  Accordingly,  in  languages  which  have  this  flexi- 
bility of  structure,  we  observe  that  orators,  when  they  would  rouse 
the  passions  of  their  audience,  arrange  their  periods  so  as  to  give 
to  the  emphatic  words  the  most  effective  positions ;  when,  on  the 
contrary,  they  would  soothe  the  minds,  or  allay  the  irritation  of 
their  hearers,  they  seek  a  flowing  and  melodious  collocation  of 
sounds,  or  sink  words  suggestive  of  ofi'ence  by  placing  them  in 
unemphatic  parts  of  the  sentence.  Thus,  to  a  certain  extent,  in 
these  tongues,  a  speaker  might  accomplish  by  mere  collocation 
what  in  others  he  must  eflEect  by  selection,  and,  with  the  same 
words,  he  might  frame  a  sentence  which  would  excite  the  indig- 
nation of  his  audience,  and  another  which,  while  commimicating 
precisely  the  same  fact,  should,  by  making  a  diSerent  element 
prominent  in  the  order  of  utterance,  be  received  with  Uttle  emo- 
tion.    For  the  complete  illustration  of  what  I  have  been  saying 

iUustration,  William  struck  Peter.  If  we  suppose  Peter,  as  a  son  or  relative^ 
to  be  invested  with  special  interest  in  the  eyes  of  the  speaker,  and  William  to 
be  comparatively  a  stranger,  the  name,  as  the  representative  of  the  personality 
of  Peter,  would  be  first  in  the  order  of  thought,  and  in  languages  where,  as  in 
Latin,  expression  is  free  to  conform  to  the  thought,  first  in  the  order  of  words 
also.  Hence  the  natural  arrangement  of  the  proposition  would  be :  Peter 
[objective]  struck  William  [nominative]. 

The  order  of  thought  and  speech  would  be  the  same,  if  the  action  were  re- 
versed, and  Peter  were  the  agent,  William  the  sujfferer.  Again,  if  the  blow 
were  a  very  severe  one,  the  character  of  the  act  would  be  most  prominent  in 
the  mind  of  the  speaker,  and  the  order  of  expression  would  be :  struck  Peter 
[objective]  William  [nominative].  In  general,  it  may  be  said  that  the  relative 
emphasis  with  which  the  different  words  composing  a  proposition  are  uttered, 
if  it  could  be  ezactiy  measured,  would  serve  as  a  guide  to  the  place  of  the 
words  in  the  logical  order  of  succession,  the  most  emphatic  words  coming  first. 

In  many  languages,  the  order  of  arrangement  is  inverted,  or  at  least  changed, 
in  interrogative  sentences.  In  others,  interrogative  pronouns,  particles,  or 
auxiliary  verbal  forms,  very  often  serve  to  put  the  question  independentiy  of 
the  order  of  the  words.  Among  the  great  European  tongues,  the  Italian  is  less 
bound  to  a  fixed  sequence  In  interrogative  Bentences  than  any  other. 
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it  wonld  be  necesBary  to  resort  to  more  of  Greek  and  Latm  quo- 
tation than  would  be  appropriate,  but  clafisical  scliolarB  will  find 
in  those  literatures  many  examples  of  great  skill  in  ordering 
words  with  reference  to  effect  Demosthenes,  in  particular,  ex- 
hibits consummate  dexterity  in  this  art  At  his  pleasure,  he 
separates  his  lightning  and  Ids  thunder  by  an  interval  that  allowB 
his  hearer  half  to  forget  the  threatened  detonation,  or  he  instan- 
taneously f  oUows  up  the  dazzling  flash  with  a  pealing  explosion, 
that  stuns,  prostrates,  and  crushes  the  stoutest  opponent 

English  poetry,  and  that  of  the  highest  character,  is  full  of  in- 
stances where  the  rhetoric  has  overpowered  the  grammar,  and  the 
poet  has  availed  himself  of  what  is  called  poetic  license,  to  place 
his  words  in  such  order  as  to  give  them  their  best  effect,  without 
r^ard  to  the  rigid  rules  of  our  obstinate  syntax.  Take,  for  ex- 
ample, this  couplet  from  Byron's  Adieu : 

The  night  winds  sigh,  the  breakers  roi^. 
And  shrieks  the  wild  sea-mew. 

Here  the  last  line  is  far  more  effective  than  it  would  have  been, 
if  the  nominative  had  preceded  the  verb : 

The  wild  sea-mew  shrieks. 

In  the  first  line,  no  such  change  of  position  was  required  in  either 
member,  because  the  nouns  vrmd  and  hreakera  are  of  themselves 
suggestive  of  the  sounds  which  belong  to  them,  whereas  form  and 
power  of  flight  are  the  ideas  which  most  naturally  couple  them- 
selves with  the  name  of  the  bird.     So,  in  "King  Lear : 

Such  bursts  of  horrid  thunder. 
Such  groans  of  roaring  wind  and  rain  I  never 
Remember  to  have  heard  I 

Here  the  force  of  the  passage  would  have  been  much  weakened 
by  following  the  rule  of  placing  the  objective  after  the  VOTb : 

I  never  remember  to  have  heard  such  burstB  of  thunder,  te. 

And  in  Samuel : 

Nabal  is  his  name,  and  folly  is  with  ^im^ 


\ 
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is  far  more  forcible  to  those  who  know  that  the  name  Nabal 
means  a  fool,  than  if  the  nsnal  order,  his  name  is  Nabal,  had  been 
observed ;  Fool  is  his  name,  and  folly  is  with  him,  than,  His  name 
is  fool,  and  folly  is  with  him.  So,  in  Jacob's  reply  to  Pharaoh, 
the  shortness  and  emptiness  of  hnnum  life  are  more  strikingly 
expressed  by  the  phrase :  ^^  Few  and  evil  have  the  days  of  the 
years  of  my  life  been,"  than  by  the  more  familiar  English  arrange- 
ment of  the  same  words. 

It  was  not  for  reasons  of  metrical  oonyenience,  but  from  a  deep 
knowledge  of  the  laws  of  thought,  that,  in  annonncing  the  argu- 
ment of  his  great  epic,  Milton  enumerates  the  several  branches  of 
the  snbject  in  a  dependent  form,  before  he  introduces  the  com- 
paratively insignificant  governing  verb,  which  does  not  appear 
till  the  sixth  line  of  the  introductory  invocation : 

Of  man's  first  disobedience,  and  the  fruit 
Of  tliat  forbidden  tree,  whose  mortal  taste 
Brought  death  into  the  world  and  all  our  woe. 
With  loss  of  Eden,  till  one  greater  man 
Restore  us,  and  regain  the  bUssfuI  seat. 
Sing  Heavenly  Muse,  &c 

Here  the  whole  great  drama^  in  its  successive  scenes,  man's  first 
sin,  its  consequences  temporal  and  spiritual,  his  redemption  by 
Christ  and  final  salvation,  is  brought  before  us  at  once  in  all  its 
majesty,  weakened  by  no  tame  conventionalities  of  introduction. 
The  Anglo-Saxon,  although  its  original  variety  of  infiection 
had  been  greatly  reduced  before  the  date  of  its  most  flourishing 
literature,  still  retained  a  good  deal  of  freedom  of  collocation. 
The  Anglo-Saxon  version  of  the  New  Testament  generally  fol- 
lows its  original  in  the  order  of  its  syntax,  and  early  English 
writers  employed,  in  prose  at  least,  greater  liberty  of  position  than 
is  now  p  Jtdii.  It  is  an  intere^&ig  observation,  tSTthe  mod- 
em  Italian  has  inherited  from  its  Latin  mother  a  great  freedom 
of  periodic  arrangement,  though  with  a  marked  inferiority  in 
power  of  inflection.  It  has  an  immense  advantage  over  the 
French,  in  variety  of  admissible  collocations  of  words  in  a  given 
sentence,  as  weU  as  in  the  greater  number  of  allied  forms  of  ex- 
pression. The  French  inflections,  indeed,  as  has  been  before  ob- 
served, are  much  less  complicated  and  complete  to  the  ear  than 


t 
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to  the  eye ;  and  if  we  strip  the  accidence  of  the  flectional  sjUa- 
bles  or  letters  which  in  the  spoken  tongae  are  silent,  the  distinct 
variations  in  the  forms  of  words  are  far  fewer  than  they  appear 
in  the  written  language.  But  the  difference  between  French  and 
Italian  in  flexibility  of  syntax  does  not  depend  upon  this  circum- 
stance alone,  for  Italian  has  nearly  as  great  a  superiority  in  lib- 
erty of  syntactical  order  over  the  Spanish,  which  possesses  full  and 
distinctly  marked  inflections.  The  freedom  of  the  Italian  syntax 
is  to  be  ascribed  in  part  to  the  fact  that  it  is,  relatively  speaking, 
both  an  aboriginal  and,  to  a  great  extent,  an  unmixed  tongue,* 
spoken  by  the  descendants  of  those  to  whom  the  maternal  Latin 
was  native,  and  retaining  the  radical  forms  and  grammatical  ca- 
pabilities of  that  language;  whereas  French  and  Spanish  are 
strangers  to  the  soil,  corrupted  by  a  large  infusion  of  foreign  in- 
gredients, and  spoken  by  nations  ahen  in  descent  from  those  who 
employed  the  common  source  of  both  as  their  mother-tongue. 
The  wretched  servitude,  under  which  Italy  has  for  centuries  al- 
ternately struggled  and  slumbered,  has  prevented  the  free  em- 
ployment of  its  language  on  such  themes  as  to  bring  out  fuUy  its 
great  capacities,  and  make  it  known  to  intellectual  Europe  as  an 
intellectual  speech ;  but  its  many-sidedness  and  catholicity  of  ex- 
pression, its  rhetorical  facility  of  presenting  a  thought  in  so  many 
different  aspects,  render  it  valuable  as  a  linguistic  study,  inde- 
pendently of  the  claims  of  its  Kterature. 

In  general  it  may  be  said,  that  in  inflected  languages,  the  point 
of  view  in  which  the  subject  presents  itself  to  the  mind  of  the 
speaker,  is  the  determining  principle  of  the  collocation  of  words 
in  periods ;  but  at  the  same  time,  they  allow  such  an  arrangement 
as  to  enable  the  speaker  to  suit  the  structure  of  the  sentence  to 
the  supposed  condition  of  the  mind  of  the  hearer,  or  to  the  impres- 
sion which  he  wishes  to  produce  upon  him.  The  natural  order 
in  which  thought  develops  itself  in  the  mind  of  one  already  cog- 
nizant q;f  the  facts,  agitated  with  the  emotion,  or  possessed  of  the 
conclusions  which  he  wishes  to  communicate  to  another,  is  not  by 

*  I  mean  that  it  was  bo  considered  by  those  who  spoke  it,  as  they  did  not 
and  could  not  refer  most  derivative  words  to  their  radicals.  Recent  Geiman 
linguistic  science  has  taught  us  of  the  nineteenth  centuiy  far  more  of  Latin 
etymology  than  was  known  to  the  most  learned  Romans  at  the  beginning  of 
our  era. 
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any  means  necessarily  that  which  would  be  most  readily  intelligi- 
ble to  a  mind  ignorant  of  the  facts,  or  most  impressive  to  one  in- 
tellectually or  morally  otherwise  affected  towards  the  subject 
Hence  the  power  of  diversified  arrangement  of  words  in  in- 
flected languages  is  valuable,  not  merely  because  it  permits  a 
speaker  to  follow  what  is  to  hvm  a  logical  order  of  sequence,  but 
because  a  master  of  language,  who  knows  the  human  heart  also, 
may  thereby  accommodate  the  forms  of  his  speech  to  the  endless 
variety  of  characters,  conditions,  passions,  and  intelligences,  of 
which  our  discordant  humanity  is  made  up. 

There  is  another  point  which  must  not  be  overlooked.  An  in- 
fleeted  language,  with  periods  compacted  of  words  knit  each  to 
each  in  unbroken  succession,  is  eminently  favorable  to  continuity 
of  thought.  A  parenthetical  qualification  interrupts  the  chain  of 
discourse  much  less  abruptly,  if  it  is  syntactically  connected  with 
the  period,  than  if  it  is,  as  is  usual  in  English,  interjectionally 
thrown  in.  It  is  said  to  be  one  of  the  tests  of  a  perfect  style, 
that  you  cannot  change,  omit,  or  even  transpose,  a  word  in  a  pe- 
riod, without  weakening  or  perverting  the  meaning  of  the  author. 
Although  this  may  be  true  of  English,  I  do  not  think  it  by  any 
means  applicable  to  inflected  languages  like  the  Greek  or  Latin, 
80  far  at  least  as  the  order  of  words  is  concerned,  for  there  seem 
to  be  many  constructions  in  which  position  is  not  only  grammati- 
cally,  but  logically  and  rhetorically,  indifferent.  In  the  rough 
draft  of  one  of  Plato^s  works,  the  first  few  words  were  written 
by  way  of  experiment  in  half  a  dozen  different  arrangements,  and 
the  famous  stanza  in  the  Orlando  Furioso  of  Ariosto,  descriptive 
of  a  storm  at  sea, 

Stendon  le  nubi  un  teoebroso  velo,  &c, 

is  said  to  have  been  composed  by  the  poet  in  ten  times  as  many 
forms.  Doubtiess,  in  such  a  wide  variety  of  sequences,  there  were 
some  discoverable  differences  of  meaning ;  but  in  the  main,  both 
the  philosopher  and  the  poet  were  aiming  in  all  this  nicety  at  a 
sensuous,  as  much  as  at  an  intellectual  effect  upon  the  reader, 
however  logically  important  a  particular  succession  of  words  may 
have  been  in  other  passages  of  their  writings. 


LECTURE    XVII. 

GBAMMATIOAL  INFLBOTXONB. 

m. 

It  is  a  remarkable  fact  that  the  modem  languages  known  in 
Uteratm^  are,  perhaps  without  exception,  poorer  in  grammatical 
inflections  than  the  ancient  tongues  from  which  they  are  re- 
spectiyelj  deriyed ;  and  that,  consequently,  the  syntactical  rela- 
tions of  important  words  are  made  to  depend  much  more  on  aux- 
iliaries, determinative  particles,  and  position.  In  fact,  the  change 
in  this  respect  is  so  great  as  to  have  given  a  new  linguistic  charac- 
ter to  the  tongues  which  now  constitute  the  speech  of  civilized 
man.  I  alluded  on  a  former  occasion  to  a  doctrine  advanced  by 
very  eminent  philologists,  that  grammatical  structure  is  a  surer 
test  of  linguistic  affinity  than  comparison  of  vocabularies.  But 
though  this  doctrine,  as  limited  and  understood  by  the  ablest  lin- 
guists, is  true  in  its  application  to  the  primary  distinctions  between 
great  classes  of  languages,  as,  for  example,  the  Semitic  and  Indo- 
European  ;  yet  it  properly  relates  to  remote  and  generic,  not  spe- 
cific affinities,  and  is  not  capable  of  such  extension  as  to  be  of 
much  practical  value  in  comparing  the  mixed  and  derivative  lan- 
guages of  Europe  with  those  from  which  they  are  immediately 
descended. 

We  know,  with  historical  certainty,  that  what  are  called  the 

Romance  languages,  and  their  many  local  dialects,  are  derived 

from  Italic  speeches  grouped  under  the  convenient  name  of  Latin, 

and  known  to  us  only  through  the  literature  of  ancient  Rome 

which  is  their  common  representative.    But  what  coincidence  of 

syntactical  structure  do  we  find  between  the  Romance  languages 

and  the  common  mother  of  them  all  ?    The  Italian  resembles  the 

Latin  in  independence  of  fixed  laws  of  periodic  arrangement,  but 

here  the  grammatical  likeness  ends,  and  if  we  apply  that  test 

alone,  it  would  be  quite  as  easy  to  make  out  a  linguistic  affinity 
(810) 
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between  Italian  and  Greek  as  between  Italian  and  Latin.  Latin 
has  no  article,  definite  or  indefinite ;  its  nonn,  adjectiye,  pronoun, 
and  participle  have  not  only  the  distinction  of  nnmber,  bnt  of 
three  genders  also,  and  a  fall  system  of  inflected  cases ;  its  ad jeo- 
tiyes  admit  of  degrees  of  comparison ;  and  its  verbs  have  a  pas- 
sive voice.  Italian,  on  the  contrary,  has  two  articles ;  its  nonns^ 
adjectives,  pronouns,  and  participles,  though  varied  for  number, 
have  no  distinction  of  case ;  its  adjectives  are  compared  only  by 
the  aid  of  particles,  iasi/mo  being  only  an  intensive;  it  has  no 
neuter  gender,  and  its  verbs  are  without  a  passive  voice.  All  this 
is  true  also  of  Spanish,*  Portuguese,  and  French.  These  diversi- 
ties of  grammar  would  have  been  held  to  disprove  a  linguistic  re- 
lationship between  Latin  and  its  descendants,  were  not  such  re- 
lationship established  both  by  identity  of  vocabulary  and  by 
positive  historical  evidence.  So,  with  respect  to  Greek,  we  know 
that  more  closely  literal,  more  exactly  word-for-word  translations, 
(and  this  is  certainly  one  of  the  best  tests  of  grammatical  resem- 
blance,) can  be  made  from  it  into  Gterman,  than  into  any  of  the 
languages  of  Southern  Europe,  which,  through  the  Latin,  are 
more  nearly  related  to  it.  Another  fact  bearing  on  this  same 
question  is,  that  the  points  of  syntactical  structure  or  general 
grammar,  in  which  the  modem  languages  of  Southern  and  South- 
eastern Europe  approach  each  other  most  closely,  are  just  those 
in  which  they  least  resemble  the  Latin  and  the  ancient  Greek, 
from  which  they  are  respectively  derived ;  and  therefore,  in  spite 
of  their  diversity  of  origin,  and  their  discrepancies  of  vocabulary 
and  syntax,  they  must  have  been  influenced  by  powerful  common 
tendencies. 

The  general  resemblance  between  the  languages  of  modem 
Europe,  in  points  where  they  differ  from  the  granA:iar  of  Greek 
and  Latin  as  exhibited  in  classical  literature,  is  not  a  matter  of 
obvious  explanation.  It  has  been  maintained  that  the  popular 
colloquial  speech  of  ancient  Greece  and  Home,  and  especially  the 
vulgar  and  rural  dialects  of  both,  differed  widely  from  the  writ- 
ten languages,  and  nearly  approximated  to  the  modem  spoken 
tongues  which  represent  them.    The  supposed  resemblance  be- 

*  The  participial  adjectiYes  in  -or,  -era,  in  Catalan  and  in  some  other  His- 
panic dialects,  have  a  passive  gerundial  force. 
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tween  ancieDt  coUoqtiial  Greek  and  modem  Eomaic,  between 
ancient  colloquial  Latin,  or  the  rustic  dialects,  and  modem  Italian, 
is  an  extremely  interesting  and  canons  subject,  and  it  has  been  at 
least  made  out  that  many  forms  in  the  two  modem  dialects, 
hitherto  supposed  to  be  recent  corruptions,  are  really  of  a  very 
early  date ;  but  to  assume  that  those  dialects  are  merely  the  pop- 
ular speech  of  Athens  and  of  Eome,  would  be  to  daim  for  them 
an  immutability,  a  persistence  of  character,  which  is  at  Yarianoe 
with  what  observation  teaches  us  is  the  inevitable  law  of  all  lan- 
guage, and,  moreover,  with  what  historical  evidence  proves  as  to 
successive  changes  in  the  very  tongues  in  question.  Modem 
Italian  is  divided  into  at  least  a  score  of  clearly  marked  distinct 
dialects,  and  but  few  of  the  characteristic  peculiarities  of  these 
can  be  traced  to  any  ancient  source.  The  difiEerences  between 
them,  in  point  of  vocabulary,  seem  to  depend  very  much  on  the 
special  extraneous  influences  to  which  the  localities  where  they 
are  spoken  have  been  exposed;  but  with  regard  to  their  very 
wide  diversities  in  inflection,  in  syntax,  and  in  pronunciation, 
although  the  same  influences  have  doubtiess  been  active  in  pro- 
ducing them,  yet  it  is  very  difficult  to  trace  the  relation  between 
the  cause  and  the  effect.  Disregarding  relatively  unimportant 
exceptions,  the  most  general  classiflcation  we  can  make  of  these 
dialects  is  into  those  with  full,  and  those  with  meagre  inflections. 
The  northern  dialects,  those  spoken  in  the  provinces  most  subject 
to  invasion  by,  and  commixture  with,  unallied  races,  have  usually 
the  fewest  inflections ;  those  of  southern  Italy,  on  the  contrary, 
where  the  population  is  more  homogeneous,  or  where  the  ming^ 
ling  of  races  dates  further  back,  are  generally  more  fully  in- 
flected.* 

Perhaps  the  most  interesting  linguistic  fact  connected  with 
the  transition  from  an  inflectional  and  independent,  to  a 
positional  and  auxiliary,  grammatical  structure,  is  that  in  the 
latter  condition  of  syntax,  the  radical  forms,  which  had  been  buried 

*  All  cultivated  Italians  read  Latin  as  an  antiquated  form  of  their  own  lan- 
guage. The  conversational  dialect  of  Lombards,  Romagnesi,  and  some  other 
non  Toaeani,  if  less  easy  and  graceful  than  that  of  the  Tuscans,  is  more  digni- 
fied and  more  classical.  It  is  an  interesting  fact  that  Spanish  tyranny  in  Lorn- 
iMurdy  and  Austrian  tyranny  in  Yenetia  have  left  few  or  no  traces  in  the  lan- 
guage of  those  provinces. 
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and  almost  lost  in  inflected  andderivatiye  words,  are  revived,  and 
again  employed  in  what  we  must  suppose  to  be  very  near  approxi- 
mations to  the  earliest  shape  in  which  they  existed  as  articulate 
words.  There  are  many  examples  of  this  in  the  dialects  of  north- 
em  Italy,  and  those  which  occur  in  every  sentence  of  modem 
Prench  are  perhaps  even  more  striking.  Homme,  femme, 
an ,  b  o  n ,  are  not  to  be  considered  as  either  derivatives  or  cor- 
ruptions of  the  Latin  homo,  femina,  annus,  bonus. 
They  are  simply  the  radicals,  the  trae  words,  restored  to  their 
pristine  int^^tyr  by  rejecting  the  accidental  changes  which  in- 
flection has  produced ;  for  few  linguistic  inquirers  doubt  that  the 
Latins  said  hom,  fem,  an,  bon,  before  they  said  home?, 
femma,  anmis,  bont^.* 

It  is  a  received  theory  among  English,  and  pretty  generally 
among  Continental  philologists,  that  modem  litnguages  are,  not 
accidentally  but  essentially,  and  by  virtue  of  some  universal  law 
of  mutation,  distinguished  from  ancient  ones  by  greater  simpUdty 
of  grammatical  form.  The  doctrine,  as  stated  by  Latham,  is,  that — 

1.  The  earUer  the  stage  of  a  given  knguage  is,  the  greater  the 
amount  of  its  inflectional  forms,  and  the  converse. 

2.  As  languages  become  modem,  they  substitute  prepositions 
and  auxiliaries  for  cases  and  tenses. 

3.  The  amount  of  inflection  is  in  the  inverse  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  prepositions  and  auxiliary  verbs. 

4.  In  the  course  of  time  languages  drop  their  inflections,  and 
substitute  circumlocutions  by  means  of  propositions,  &c  The 
reverse  never  takes  place. 

It  is  obvious  that  the  last  three  of  these  propositions  are  little 
more  than  repetitions,  or  rather  spedflcations  of  the  first,  and 

•  In  the  return  of  words  to  their  primitive  forms,  we  have  an  evidence  of 
the  organic  nature  of  language,  but  the  law  of  persistence,  change,  and  rever- 
don  is  not  the  same  in  the  word  as  in  the  plant  or  animal.  The  successiva 
generations  of  the  vegetable  or  the  animated  creature  are  identical  in  their 
characteristics,  so  long  as  the  external  conditions  in  which  they  live  are  con- 
stant ;  these  characteristics  change  when  the  influential  circumstances  of  the 
propagation  and  growth  of  the  particular  organism  are  changed ;  and  when 
disturbing  or  abnormal  causes  cease  to  operate,  the  plant  or  the  animal  returns 
to  the  typical  form.  The  word,  on  the  other  hand,  invariably,  if  not  normally, 
undergoes  successive  mutations  under  the  same  continuing  conditions,  and 
disturbing  influences  do  not  accelerate  its  divergence,  but  bring  it  back  to  its 
original  type.  See  Lecture  xiL 
14 
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eqnallj  evident  that  the  first,  in  the  form  pnt  by  our  anthor,  is 
nntme.  That  all  languages  which  have  been  reduced  to  writing 
have  thereafter  tended  to  flectional  simplification  is  nndispnted, 
but  no  genetic  theory  of  the  origin  of  inflections  has  eyer  beea 
proposed,  which  did  not  directly  contradict  the  general  propo- 
sition enunciated  by  Latham.  All  these  theories  suppose  either 
an  organic  evolution  of  inflected  from  simple  forms,  or  a  ooales* 
cence  of  different  parts  of  speech  into  single  words,  and  of 
course,  in  every  language,  an  ^^  earlier  stage"  than  that  in  which 
the  inflections  were  fully  developed.  If  Latham's  doctrine  were 
true,  we  should  be  driven  to  the  conclusion  that  such  forms  as  the 
Latin  subiunctive  pluperfect  habuissetis,  and  the  Greek 
ifiefiovXevfieday  were  not  agglutinate  or  derivative,  but  either 
primitive  or  preceded  by  stiU  more  complicated  inflectionB.  We 
should  thus  be  Compelled  to  believe  that  language  was  a  thing, 
not  of  development  and  growth,  but,  in  its  most  perfected  form,  a 
possession  of  primeval  man,  and  that  all  subsequent  changes  were 
but  corruptions.  I  mentioned  in  a  former  lecture  several  instances 
where  the  formation  of  new  inflections  in  very  modem  times  was 
matter  of  historical  certainty.  The  list  might  easily  have  been  in- 
creased, and,  though  we  cannot  positively  show  the  mode  of  de- 
velopment of  the  whole  modem  conjugation  of  a  Eomance  verb, 
and  though  some  of  the  forms  are  undoubtedly  mere  corruptions 
of  ancient  inflections,  and  others,  at  present,  quite  inexplicable, 
yet  the  cases  are  very  numerous  where  we  have  the  strongest  evi- 
dence that  conjugations  and  declensions  have  arisen  in  very  recent 
times,  by  processes  precisely  analogous  to  those  which  in  the  in- 
fancy of  man  produced  them.  It  is  obvious,  then,  that  in  the 
present  state  of  our  knowledge,  we  find  no  ground  for  the  assump- 
tion of  such  a  change  in  the  constitution  of  the  human  mind,  for 
it  is  nothing  less,  as  Latham's  broad  propositions  involve.  We  can 
assign  probable  reasons  for  linguistic  changes,  so  far  as  change  ex- 
ists,  without  any  Bu«jh  violent  supposition,  and  it  is  far  safer  to 
confine  ourselves  to  the  statement  of  a  philological  fact  common 
to  a  large  class  of  languages,  than  to  announce  hypothetical  propo- 
sitions as  laws  embracing  all  human  speech. 

The  languages  of  savages,  never  reduced  to  writing,  and  of 
many  nations  among  whom  literature  is  little  diffused,  are  aston- 
ishingly complex  and  multifarious  in  their  inflections ;  and  as,  for 
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the  want  of  re(x>rded  moxnmieDtB,  leeeardieB  i^^ 

are  impofiBible,  we  can  have  no  warrant  whatever  for  Baying,  either 

that  such  langoages  are  in  a  very  early  stage  of  existence,  or  that 

their  stmctnre  is  less  complicated  than  it  was  at  some  previous 

period. 

If  we  compare  eidsting  nnwritten  with  written  languages, 
and  both  with  what  we  know  of  their  history,  we  shall,  I  think, 
conclude  that,  in  general,  the  process  of  flectional  development 
and  agglutination  goes  on,  and  the  forms  become  more  and  more 
complicated,  until  the  language  is  reduced  to  writing,  and  a  litera- 
ture is  created.  At  this  period  the  formation  of  new  inflections 
is  arrested,  and  the  tendency  thereafter  is  to  simplification  in  form, 
increase  of  substance  or  vocabulary,  and  discrimination  in  significa- 
tion ;  so  that  if  a  language  adopts  a  written  character  at  an  early 
stage  of  its  growth,  it  will  be  less  complicated  in  its  grammatical 
structure  than  if  it  exists  only  in  a  spoken  form  until  a  late  period. 

With  respect  to  the  modem  tendency  of  written  languages  to 
simplification  of  form,  there  are  two  causes  aknost  universal  in 
their  operation,  which  have  not  generally  been  sufficiently  con- 
sidered in  their  bearing  on  this  particular  point.  These  are  for- 
eign conquest,  accompanied  by  the  intermixture  of  a  strange 
population  with  the  native  race,  and  the  equally  universal  intro- 
duction of  new  religions  by  alien  teachers.  Although  we  cannot 
always  specify  the  precise  mode  of  operation  of  these  transform- 
ing causes,  yet  they  seem  to  me  of  themselves  sufficient  to  have 
produced  quite  as  great  linguistic  revolutions  as  we  have  witnessed 
in  the  speech  of  Europe,  and  indeed  it  is  rather  surprising  that  so 
much,  than  that  so  little,  of  the  ancient  tongues  of  Latium  and 
Hellas  yet  exists  in  a  recognizable  form. 

I  have  stated  it  on  a  former  occasion  as  a  generally  verified 
fact,  that  in  the  case  of  the  subjugation  of  a  civilized,  by  a  barba- 
rian or  a  less  numerous  race,  the  native  speech  is  adopted  by  the 
conquerors. 

How  then  would  a  given  language  probably  be  modified  by 
becoming  the  organ  of  communication  between  foreign  masters 
or  teachers  and  their  subjects  or  pupils  ?  *    We  learn  the  vocabu- 

•  See  Brachet,  Orammaire  EUtorique  de  la  Langue  Franeaue,  pp.  02,  64,  (J6, 
147. 
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eqnallj  evident  that  the  first,  in  the  form  pnt  by  oar  aafcfc 
ontme.     That  all  languages  which  hare  been  reduced  to  t 
have  thereafter  tended  to  flectional  simplification  ig  nnA 
bat  no  genetic  theory  of  the  origin  of  inflectionfl  has  vfC 
proposed,  whieh  did  not  directly  contradict  the  geuenl 
sition  enunciated  by  LaUiam.    All  these  theories  Ba|^io» 
an  <n;gamc  evolution  of  inflected  from  simple  fomu,  or  t 
oenoe  of  different  parts  of  ^>eech  into  single  iroFdi^ 
conrse,  in  erery  langoage,  an  "  earlier  stage  "  than  tlut  L 
the  inflections  were  folly  developed.     If  I^tham's  dootti 
trae,  we  ehoold  be  driven  to  the  condosion  that  Buoh  fom 
Latin  subinnctive  pluperfect  habniBeetis,  and  & 
epefiovXevpieOa,  were  not  agglntinate  or  derivatiTe^  bi 
primitive  or  preceded  by  still  more  complicated  infleBtto 
should  thua  be  (tompelled  to  believe  that  language  me 
not  of  development  and  growth,  but,  in  its  most  perfeoter' 
possession  of  primeval  man,  and  that  all  subsequent  duD 
but  corruptions.  I  mentioned  in  a  former  lecture  sereral  ' 
where  tiie  formation  of  new  inflections  in  veiy  modesn  t 
matter  of  historical  certainty.   The  list  might  eadly  have 
creased,  and,  though  we  cannot  positively  show  die  mo- 
velopment  of  the  whole  modem  conjugation  of  a  B(Kna' 
and  though  some  of  tiie  forms  are  undoubtedly  mere  oo 
of  ancient  inflections,  and  others,  at  present,  quite  inv 
yet  the  cases  are  very  numerous  where  we  have  the  itro. 
deuce  that  conjugations  and  declensions  have  arisen  biTi 
times,  by  processes  precisely  analogous  to  those  which 
fancy  of  man  produced  them.    It  is  obvious,  then,  tl 
present  state  of  our  knowledge,  we  find  no  ground  for  tl 
tion  of  such  a  change  in  the  constitution  of  the  human 
it  is  nothing  lees,  as  Latham's  broad  propositions  involvi 
assign  probable  reasons  for  linguistic  changes,  ao  far  u  ■ 
ists,  without  any  such  violent  supposition,  and  it  iefi: 
confine  ourselves  to  tLo  stateinoiit  of  a  philological I^ 
to  a  large  dass  of  lang^iagetj,  tlimi  to  aunonnce  by] 
eitions  as  laws  embracing  all  human  s 

The  languages  of  waviigut?,  never  «^^  to  i 

many  natjons  among  whom  litera 
iahingly  complex  and  mul 


whom  literi^- 
mult^^gl- 
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aod  almost  lost  in  inflected  and  derivative  words,  are  revived,  and 
again  employed  in  what  we  must  suppose  to  be  very  near  approxi- 
mations to  the  earliest  shape  in  which  they  existed  as  articulate 
words.  There  are  many  examples  of  this  in  the  dialects  of  north- 
em  Italy,  and  those  which  occur  in  every  sentence  of  modem 
French  are  perhaps  even  more  striking.  Homme,  femme, 
an ,  b  o  n ,  are  not  to  be  considered  as  either  derivatives  or  cor- 
ruptions of  the  Latin  homo,  femina,  annus,  bonus. 
They  are  simply  the  radicals,  the  true  words,  restored  to  their 
pristine  int^^^  by  rejecting  the  accidental  changes  which  in- 
flection has  produced ;  for  few  linguistic  inquirers  doubt  that  the 
Latins  said  hom,  fem,  an,  bon,  before  they  said  home?, 
femina,  anmis,  bont^.* 

It  is  a  received  theory  among  English,  and  pretty  generally 
among  Continental  philologists,  that  modem  limguages  are,  not 
accidentally  but  essentially,  and  by  virtue  of  some  universal  law 
of  mutation,  distinguished  from  ancient  ones  by  greater  sunpUcily 
of  grammatical  form.  The  doctrine,  as  stated  by  lAtham,  is,  that — 

1.  The  earlier  the  stage  of  a  given  language  is,  the  greater  the 
amount  of  its  inflectional  forms,  and  the  converse. 

2.  As  languages  become  modem,  they  substitute  prepositions 
and  auxiliaries  for  cases  and  tenses. 

3.  The  amount  of  inflection  is  in  the  inverse  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  prepositions  and  auxiliary  verbs. 

4.  In  the  course  of  time  languages  drop  their  inflections,  and 
substitute  circumlocutions  by  means  of  propositions,  &c  The 
reverse  never  takes  place. 

It  is  obvious  that  the  last  three  of  these  propositions  are  littie 
more  than  repetitions,  or  rather  speciflcations  of  the  first,  and 

•  In  the  return  of  words  to  their  primitive  forms,  we  have  an  evidence  of 
the  organic  nature  of  language,  but  the  law  of  persistence,  change,  and  rever- 
sion is  not  the  same  in  the  word  as  in  the  plant  or  animal.  The  successive 
generations  of  the  vegetable  or  the  animated  creature  are  identical  in  their 
characteristics,  so  long  as  the  external  conditions  in  which  they  live  are  con- 
stant ;  these  characteristics  change  when  the  influential  circumstances  of  the 
propagation  and  growth  of  the  particular  organism  are  changed ;  and  when 
disturbing  or  abnormal  causes  cease  to  operate,  the  plant  or  the  animal  returns 
to  the  typical  form.  The  word,  on  the  other  hand,  invariably,  if  not  normally, 
undergoes  successive  mutations  under  the  same  continuing  conditions,  and 
disturbing  influences  do  not  accelerate  its  divergence,  but  bring  it  back  to  its 
original  type.  See  Lecture  xiL 
14 
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larj  of  another  langaage  readily,  its  grammatical  inflections  and 
phraseological  combinations  with  infinite  difficolty.  While  there* 
fore  conquerors  and  missionaries  woido  soon  acquire  radicals 
enough  to  make  themselves  intelligible,  they  would  slowly,  if 
ever,  master  the  complicated  forms  of  a  foreign  speech.  Their 
commanding  position  would  give  authority  even  to  their  imperfect 
dialect,  and  especially  if  they  were,  as  at  least  the  missionaiy 
almost  uniyersally  would  be,  intellectually  superior  to  the  subject 
race,  their  mutilated  inflections  and  foreign  idioms,  bearing  the 
stamp  of  both  physical  and  mental  power  and  dignity,  would  be- 
come characteristics  of  elevated  and  refined  speech,  and  sooner  or 
later  supersede  the  more  complicated  grammatical  machinery  of 
the  native  tongue.  To  these  influences  would  be  added  others  of 
a  similar  character,  derived  from  the  new  commercial  relations  to 
which  conquest  usually  gives  birth,  and  thus  while  the  vocabulary 
might  remain  comparatively  unchanged,  the  formal  characteristioB 
of  the  syntax  might  undergo  an  almost  total  revolution.  There 
are  few  countries  of  Europe,  few  of  civilized  Asia,  whose  lan- 
guages have  not  been  modifled  and  accommodated  to  the  conveni- 
ence of  strangers,  by  such  causes  as  I  have  described,  and  it  would 
be  difficult  if  not  impossible  to  find  a  written  speech  which  has 
remained  wholly  exempt  from  their  action.  Altliough,  then,  we 
can  undoubtedly  perceive  that  in  these  latter  ages  of  general  inter- 
communion, all  human  speech  is  exposed  to  certain  external  influ- 
ences of  a  universal  character,  we  are  not  in  possession  of  facts 
which  authorize  us  to  say,  that  there  exists  at  the  present  day  any 
inherent  common  tendency  of  language  in  either  direction,  and  it 
is  idle  to  speculate  on  conjectural  causes  for  an  unascertained 
phenomenon.  No  European  language,  perhaps  I  may  say  no 
tongue  possessing  a  literature,  has  been  so  little  exposed  for  the 
last  eight  hundred  years  to  the  influences  of  which  I  have  spoken, 
as  the  Icelandic,  and  a  comparison  of  this  language,  in  its  present 
f onn,  with  the  Swedish  and  Danish — ^which,  in  the  eleventh  cen- 
tury, if  not  later,  were  identical  with  it — ^is  instructive  in  reference 
to  the  point  under  consideration.  Sweden,  Norway,  and  Denmark 
have  not  been  devastated  by  conquest,  nor  has  there  been  any 
large  admixture  of  foreign  with  the  native  blood ;  but  to  all  alien 
influences,  except  those  of  violence,  they  have  been  much  exposed, 
and  the  consequence  has  been,  that  while  Icelandic  has  remained 
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comparatively  nnchanged,  Swedish  and  Danish  have  been  ahnost 
completely  revolutionized,  in  every  thing  but  the  roots  of  their 
vocabularies,  and  in  these  there  has  been  a  very  great  infusion  of 
foreign  material.  In  this  instance  the  difference  must  be  ascribed, 
not  to  any  inherent  tendency  towards  simplification  of  structure, 
but  to  external  causes,  and  therefore  in  this,  the  best  existing  test 
case,  we  find  littie  support  for  the  theory  in  question. 

The  countries  composing  the  Koman  Empire  have  been  especi- 
ally exposed  to  every  conceivable  cause  and  mode  of  linguistic 
corruption.  We  must  not  forget  that  the  rural  population  of 
Italy  was  almost  extirpated  by  the  conscription  and  by  civil  dis- 
cord, before  the  conmiencement  of  our  era,  and  that  the  place  of 
the  Eoman  peasantry  was  supplied  by  Gallic,  Teutonic,  Hellenic, 
African,  and  Asiatic  colonized  soldiers,  and  prsedial  slaves,  to 
none  of  whom  was  Latin  a  mother-tongue.  The  provinces  were 
soon  overrun,  separated  from  the  metropolitan  seat  of  power, 
partially  depopulated  and  re-peopled,  split  up  into  a  multitude  of 
petty  principalities  and  nationalities,  and  finally  reduced  into  an 
undistingnishable  chaos,  in  which  state  they  remained  until  the 
reign  of  Charlemagne  restored  western  Christendom  to  a  measure 
of  light  and  order.  The  reconstruction  of  European  society  then 
Gonmienced.  There  was  an  evident  gravitation  toward  centres,  a 
tendency  to  consolidation  and  the  assimilation  of  discordant  ele- 
ments. The  fragmentary  jargons  began  to  harmonize,  coalesce, 
and  form  national  or  at  least  provincial  dialects,  and  finally,  by 
processes  which,  when  better  understood,  will  throw  more  light 
on  the  general  history  of  language  than  almost  any  other  source 
of  instruction,  the  great  internal  divisions  of  the  Gothic  and  Bo- 
manoe  tongues  were  clearly  established,  and  each  became  a  special, 
well-marked,  national  idiom.* 

Persons  not  familiar  with  the  civil  history  of  the  Middle  Ages, 

*  See  Brachet,  Chrammaire  Hiiiori^ue  de  la  Langue  Franfoise,  pp.  26-27. 
Though  I  cannot  adopt  all  Brachef a  conclusions  as  infallibly  correct,  yet  I 
take  pleasure  in  recommending  his  Orammaire  Hiitoriqus  as  Uie  most  learned 
and  instnictive  work  known  to  me  on  the  history  of  the  Modem  Romance 
languages.  I  must,  however,  observe  that  I  think  he  underrates  the  influence 
of  classic  Latin  on  the  literary  tongue  of  Modem  Italy.  It  should  be  added 
tiiat  Bradief  8  I>ktkmna¥re  Atymohgiqus  de  la  Langue  Frangaim  is  also  in- 
valuable ;  but  as,  in  general,  he  traces  words  only  to  their  tiMreit  source,  it  ii 
not  so  satisfactory  with  regard  to  remoler  derivatioiM. 
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are  generallj  not  aware  of  the  confusion  of  tongues  which  pre* 
yaUed  throughout  Christendom  as  late  as  the  beginning  of  the 
fourteenth  century.  The  fine  old  Catalan  chronicler,  Ramon 
Muntaner,  who  lived  at  that  period,  and  had  extensive  opportuni 
ties  of  observation  in  Europe  and  in  Asia,  testifies  that  small  aa 
were  the  numbers  of  his  countrymen,  yet  no  other  one  language 
was  spoken  by  so  many.  "  Tee  will  have  marvaile,"  says  he,  "  of 
what  I  shall  telle  you,  but  natheless,  if  yee  marke  well,  yee  shal 
finde  that  I  telle  you  the  trouthe-;  that  is  to  saine,  there  be  no- 
where so  moche  folke  that  speketh  one  same  tongue  as  of  the 
Catalans.  For  in  the  reaume  of  Castillo,  there  be  many  prov- 
inces, and  everie  of  them  useth  his  owne  proper  speche.  Ye 
shaUe  finde  the  lyke  diversity  in  Fraunce,  in  Englonde,  in  Al- 
mayne,  and  in  all  Eumelie ;  and  in  lykewise  in  thempiry  of  Con- 
stantinople, the  Morea,  and  Ylaquie,  and  Natolie,  and  other 
marches,  and  it  is  even  so  with  as  manye  other  peoples  as  bee  in 
tlie  worlde.  Now,  some  menne  may  bee  abashed  hereat,  and 
wene  it  is  but  an  olde  wyfe's  tale,  but  thinke  what  ye  liste,  wete 
ye  wel,  it  is  the  veray  trouthe."  *  The  mysterious  tenacity  with 
which  language  clings  to  the  soil,  seems  to  be  the  great  conserva- 
tive force  that  prevented  the  total  extinction  of  Latin  in  the 
countries  where  the  wide  political  sway  of  Some  had  planted  it 
Too  much  of  like  influence  has  been  ascribed  to  the  adoption  of 


*  The  translatioii  of  the  passage  cited  in  the  text  was  made  from  memory 
and  is  too  much  epitomized.  In  the  edition  of  1562,  folio  XXIII.  a,  the  pas- 
sage is  as  follows  :  Daltra  part  yos  maranellarets  du  na  cosa  queus  dire,  em- 
pero  si  be  ho  cercats,  axin  trobarets,  q  dun  lien  guatge  sol  de  negunes  gents 
non  son  tantes  com  Cathalans,  q  si  volets  dir  CastellSs,  la  dreta  Castella  poch 
dura,  e  poca  es  :  quen  Castella  ha  moltes  Prouincies,  q  caseu  parla  son  lenga- 
atge :  e  son  axi  departits  com  Cathalans,  de  Aragonesos.  £  si  be  Cathalans,  e 
Aragonesos  son  tots  de  vn  senyor,  llengua  llur  es  molt  departida.  £  axi  ma- 
teix  trobarets  en  Franca,  e  en  Anglaterra,  e  en  Alemanya,  e  par  tota  Romania, 
quels  Grechs  qui  son  del  Emperador  de  Constantinoble  son  axi  mateix  moltes 
Prouincics :  axi  com  de  la  Morea,  e  del  Keyalme  de  Ma9adonia,  e  del  Reyalme 
del  Natuli,  e  di  altrcs  Prouincies  moltes.  Entre  les  quals  ha  aytants  depart!- 
ments  de  llur  llcnguatges,  com  ha  de  Cathalans  a  Aragonesos.  £  axi  mateix 
ses  de  les  altres  Prouincies  del  mon,  que  bom  diu  que  Tartres  son  molta  gent, 
e  non  son  :  mas  per^o  paren  molts,  es  sotsmeten  moltes  nacions  del  mon,  com 
James  no  trobarets  Tartres  qui  f  acen  res  de  ses  mans,  ans  hostijen  tostempe,  e 
van  ab  Uurs  muUers,  e  ab  llurs  Infants,  hostes,  feyts.  E  axi  podets  yob  penaai 
si  los  Cathalans  f  eyen  atre  tal,  si  serien  molt  mes  que  ells. 
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Latin  as  the  langaage  of  the  Bomish  church,  and  it  is  very  doubt 
f  ul  whether  that  circumstance  really  had  any  very  important  in- 
fluence in  the  development  and  form  of  the  modern  Bomance 
dialects.  To  all  the  Bomance  tribes,  Christianity  was  taught 
through  Latin,  and  though  Augustine  advises  the  preacher  to 
make  some  slight  concessions  to  popular  ignorance  of  language, 
yet  there  is  little  cause  to  believe  that  the  jargons  of  the  Italian, 
Gallic,  and  Spanish  provinces  were  ever  much  used  as  a  vehicle 
of  religious  instruction.  Grammatical  Latin  was  sufficiently  in- 
telligible for  the  purposes  of  the  priesthood,  in  all  those  prov- 
inces when  Christianity  was  established  among  them,  and,  once 
established,  it  was  maintained  by  an  authority  that  had  more 
efficient  means  at  its  command  than  the  persuasive  accents  of  a 
maternal  dialect.  When,  then,  in  the  reign  of  Charlemagne,  the 
Latin  language  was  again  cultivated  for  secular  purposes,  the 
classical  literature  of  Bome  made  itself  felt  in  modifying  the 
spoken  dialects  which  were  struggling  into  recognized  existence. 

With  the  Gothic  languages  the  case  was  quite  otherwise.  The 
missionaiy  who  goes  armed  with  the  cross,  not  with  the  sword, 
must  use  a  speech  intelligible  to  those  whom  he  would  convert. 
Charlemagne  indeed  made  Christians  by  force,  but  the  Gothic 
tribes  generally  were  brought  to  Christianity  by  arguments  and 
persuasions  addressed  to  them  by  ministers  speaking  to  every  man 
in  his  own  tongue.  Hence  the  languages  of  the  Gothic  stock 
were  employed  in  the  service  of  religion  at  a  rdoitimlAi  earlier 
period  than  those  of  Bomance  origin,  and  were  modified  accord- 
ingly. They  all  have  grammatical  peculiarities  which  seem  re- 
pugnant to  their  general  syntactical  principles,  and  which  they 
appear  to  have  borrowed  from  the  idiom  of  Greek  or  Latin  works 
translated  into  them,  or  imitated  by  native  authors,  and  hence  in 
those  languages  we  can  often  detect  the  influence  of  ecclesiastical 
Latin.  The  Bomance  dialects,  on  the  contrary,  did  not  venture 
to  trespass  on  themes,  to  the  discussion  of  which  the  sacred  tongue 
of  Bome  was  appropriated,  and  their  training  and  formative  in- 
fluences were  almost  wholly  of  a  secular  character. 

The  influence  of  the  causes  of  linguistic  change  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  was  exhausted,  or  at  least  greatly  weakened  in  its  action, 
as  soon  as  strong  and  stable  governments  were  organized.  Con- 
servative forces  now  became  predominant,  and  of  these  imques- 
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tionably  the  most  important  is  the  diffnsion  of  a  general  taste  for 
poetry.  Poetic  thought  requires  a  certain  dignity  and  elevation 
of  diction  inconsistent  with  the  employment  of  trite,  trivial,  and 
especially  vulgar  and  abbreviated  expressions,  and  in  spite  of  the 
theory  and  practice  of  Wordsworth,  its  dialect  will  always  consist 
of  a  vocabulary  in  some  degree  less  familiar  than  that  of  prose. 
The  standard  authors  in  prose  and  verse,  especially  in  early  stages 
of  literature,  are  a  little  behind  the  language  of  their  own  period, 
because,  among  other  reasons,  before  their  works  can  have  ac- 
quired such  a  diffusion  and  such  an  established  popularity  as  to 
have  entitled  them  to  a  permanently  conspicuous  place  in  the 
literature  of  a  nation,  a  sufficient  time  usually  elapses  to  produce 
some  changes  in  the  spoken  tongue.  Poetry  makes  a  deeper  im- 
pression than  prose.  Its  forms  address  themselves  more  power- 
fully to  the  faculty  of  memory,  and  for  this  reason,  as  well  as  for 
its  sententiousness,  and  its  greater  condensation  and  pungency  of 
expression,  it  is  more  frequently  quoted.  Hence,  a  poem  becomes 
less  soon  obsolete  than  a  prose  work  of  equal  merit  and  even  pop- 
ularity, and  of  course  it  has  a  greater  influence  in  keeping  alive 
the  dialect  in  which  it  is  expressed.  Poetry,  considered  as  an  art, 
is  more  essentially  imitative  than  any  branch  of  prose  writing. 
Its  means  are  much  more  restricted,  its  rules  more  arbitrary,  its 
models  more  authoritative.  In  studying  the  art,  therefore,  the 
poet  takes  form  and  material  together,  and  he  who  has  imbibed 
the  spirit  of  a  Spenser  or  a  Milton,  can  hardly  fail  unconsciously 
to  adopt  a  Spenserian  or  a  Miltonic  diction. 

But  our  present  business  is  rather  with  the  inflectional  forms, 
than  with  the  vocabulary  or  the  grammatical  structure  of  the  lan- 
guage. Inflected  forms,  being  more  or  less  alike  in  each  class  of 
words,  have  a  tendency  to  produce  similarity  of  termination  and, 
of  course,  rhyme.  If,  therefore,  a  word  is  so  formed  that  by 
dropping  an  inflected  syllable  a  convenient  rhyme  is  lost,  the  in- 
flection will  be  retained  in  poetry  after  it  has  begun  to  be  obsolete 
in  prose.  So,  if  there  are  two  forms  of  a  given  word,  while,  in 
the  conversational  and  prose  dialect,  there  is  always  a  tendency  to 
discard  one  of  them,  the  poet  will  find  in  the  necessities  of  rhyme, 
in  the  convenience  of  making  a  word  at  pleasure  monosyllabic  or 
polysyllabic,  a  half-foot,  an  iambus,  or  a  dactyle,  and  in  the  ad- 
vanti^^  of  repetition  without  monotony,  reasons  for  retaining 
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both,  and  thus  poetry  is  constantly  checking  the  progreiBS  of  the 
language  towards  a  rigid  simplification. 

For  instance,  the  present  tendency  of  English  is  to  reject  the 
adjectival  form  in  7^  as  wood^  leathern,  and  the  like,  and  to 
employ  a  nonn  in  place  of  an  adjective  to  express  the  material  of 
which  any  thing  is  made ;  but  the  moltitade  of  verses  in  which 
the  true  adjective  is  employed,  powerfully  tends  to  prevent  this 
ending  from  becoming  altogether  obsolete.  Woodworth's  fine 
song, '  The  Old  Oaken  Bucket,'  which  has  embalmed  in  undying 
v^rse  so  many  of  the  most  touching  recollections  of  rural  child- 
hood, will  preserve  the  more  poetic  form  oakm,^  together  with  the 
memory  of  the  almost  obsolete  implement  it  celebrates,  through 
all  dialectic  changes,  as  long  as  English  shall  be  a  spoken  tongue. 

The  influence  of  inflections  upon  the  accentuation,  and  conse- 
quently the  whole  articulation  of  language,  is  a  curious,  and,  so  far 
as  I  am  aware,  nearly  a  new  subject  of  inquiry.  I  shall  have  oo- 
casion  to  consider  it  more  fully  hereafter,  but  there  are  certain 
general  principles  which  may  be  appropriately  stated  here.  In 
languages  varied  by  weak  or  augmentative  inflections,  the  endings 
which  determines  the  grammatical  relations  of  a  word,  must  be 
distinctly  articulated,  in  order  that  the  category  of  the  word  may 
be  known*  To  accomplish  this,  the  principal  accent  must  be  car* 
ried  forward  towards  the  end  of  the  word,  so  as  to  emphasize  one 
of  the  variable  syllables,,  or  there  must  be  a  secondary  accent  upon 
the  final  syllable,  unless  this  is  prosodically  long,  and  of  course 
dwelt  upon  sufficiently  to  make  it  distinctly  audible.  !N'ow,  in 
languages  with  uninflected  or  little  varied  endings,  the  relations 
of  the  words  being  indicated  by  particles,  auxiliaries,  and  position, 
the  only  pliable  which  requires  to  be  made  prominent  by  accent 
is  the  radical  one,  which  generally  lies  near  the  beginning  of  the 
word,  and  the  following  syllables  may  be  slurred  over,  with  little 
danger  of  ambiguity.  The  grammatical  determinatives,  being  in- 
dependent words,  and  usually  monosyllabic,  are  necessarily  pro- 
nounced with  some  distinctness,  and  accordingly,  if  the  radical 
syllables  are  made  audible,  the  speaker  is  pretty  certain  to  be  under- 
stood. And  this  is  more  especially  true  where,  as  in  the  German 
and  the  English  for  instance,  there  is  a  stong  tendency  to  inflec- 
tion by  the  letter-change.  In  almost  all  cases  where  this  change 
takes  pkcO)  it  ooeors  in  a  syllable  which  is  radical  and  therefore 
14* 
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allows  a  less  emphatic  utterance  of  the  signs  of  person  in  the  yerb; 
its  frequent  omission  in  Italian  requires  the  signs  to  be  made  mon 
conspicuous.  The  general  result  of  all  these  circumstances  is  that 
in  German,  in  most  cases,  the  only  syllable  which  requires  a  Tery 
distinct  pronunciation  is  the  radical ;  in  Italian,  there  is  another 
syllable,  and  that  a  final  vowel,  which  demands  an  equally  full 
and  precise  delivery.  Of  course,  in  Italian,  both  causes  of  ex- 
haustion, the  predominance  of  open  vowels,  and  the  necessity  of 
accentuating  and  distinctly  articulating  a  greater  number  of  syllar 
bles,  co-exist,  and  allowance  must  be  made  accordingly  in  treating 
the  German  as  a  representative  of  uninflected,  the  Italian  of  in- 
flected languages,  with  reference  to  facility  of  utterance.  At  the 
same  time,  I  think  similar  general  conclusions  will  be  arrived  at 
by  comparing  any  two  speeches,  the  one  inflected,  the  other  unin- 
flected, or  the  one  marked  by  weak,  the  other  by  strong  inflections. 


LEOTUEE    XVIII. 

QKAUKATIQAL  INTLBCrnONS. 

IV. 

In  order  to  comprehend  and  appreciate  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  change  which  English  has  undergone  in  the  transf  ormation 
from  an  inflected  to  a  comparativelj  nninflected  Btmctore,  we 
must  cast  a  glance  at  the  grammatical  system  of  the  Anglo-Saxon, 
from  which  modem  English  is  chiefly  derived.  The  border-land 
of  the  Scandinavian  and  Teutonic  races,  whence  the  Anglo-Saxon 
invaders  of  England  appear  to  have  emigrated,  has  always  been 
remarkable  for  the  number  of  its  local  dialects,  and  it  is  very 
doubtful  whether  there  is  anywhere  to  be  found  a  district  of  so 
narrow  extent  with  so  great  a  multitude  of  tongues,  or  rather  jar- 
gons. The  Frisic,  which  may  be  said  as  a  whole  to  bear  a  closer 
resemblance  to  English  than  does  any  other  linguistic  group,  dif- 
fers so  much  in  different  localities,  that  the  dialects  of  Frisian 
parishes,  separated  only  by  a  narrow  arm  of  the  sea,  are  often 
quite  unintelligible  to  the  inhabitants  of  each  other.^    The  gen- 

*  It  is  not  always  safe  to  rely  on  the  vocabularies  of  philologists  who  collect 
words  to  sustain  theories,  and  therefore  we  may  doubt  the  accuracy  of  the 
generalizations  of  most  inquirers  into  the  Frisic  patois.  If  we  can  depend  on 
the  testimony  of  unprejudiced  observers,  or  of  the  people  themselves,  there  is 
no  such  unity  of  speech  among  those  who  employ  what,  for  want  of  a  better 
term,  or  to  support  particular  ethnological  views,  are  collectively  caUed  the 
Frisian  dialects,  as  to  entitle  them  to  a  unity  of  designation.  According  to 
Kohl,  one  of  the  most  acute  and  observant  of  travellers,  and  who  has  been 
happily  characterized  as  the  EerodoHu  qf  modem  Europe,  "  The  commonest 
things,  which  are  named  almost  alike  all  over  Europe,  receive  quite  different 
names  in  the  different  Frisic  islands.  Thus,  in  Amrum,  f<Uher  is  called 
Aatj ;  on  the  Halligs,  Babacur  Babe;  in  Sylt,  Foder  orYaar;  in  many 
districts  on  the  main  land,  Tftte;  in  the  eastern  part  of  FOhr,  Oti  or  AhitJ. 
Although  these  people  live  within  a  couple  of  [Qerman]  miles  from  each  other, 
these  words  differ  more  than  pdre,  pater,  padre,  Yater,  and  fathei 

(825) 
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eral  ultimate  tendency  of  this  confusion  of  tongaes  is  nndonbt- 
edly  towards  uniformity,  but  uniformity  must  be  attained  by 
mutual  concessions.  Each  dialect  must  sacrifice  most  of  its  indi* 
yidual  peculiarities  before  a  common  speech  can  be  framed  out 
of  the  "whole  of  them.  These  peculiarities  lie  much  in  inflection. 
The  dialects,  it  may  be  predicted,  will  be  harmonized  by  dropping 
discordant  endings ;  and  if  the  Frisic  shall  survive  long  enough 
to  acquire  a  character  of  unity,  it  will  be  very  nearly  what  the 
English  would  have  been  without  the  introduction  of  so  many 
words  of  Romance  origin. 

Such  a  process  as  this  the  Anglo-Saxon  actually  underwent  in 
England,  and  accordingly  its  flectional  ^stem,  in  the  earliest  ex- 
amples which  have  come  down  to  us,  is  less  complete  than  in 
either  of  the  Gothic  tongues  that  contributed  to  its  formation. 
In  fact,  the  different  Angle  and  Saxon  dialects  employed  in  Eng- 
land never  thoroughly  amalgamated,  and  there  was  always  much 
irregularity  and  confusion  in  orthography  and  the  use  of  inflec- 
tions, so  that  the  accidence  of  the  language,  in  no  stage  of  it^ 
exhibits  the  precision  and  uniformity  of  that  of  the  Icelandic  or 
the  M(BSO-Gothic 

Ufied  for  the  same  purpose  by  the  French,  Latins,  Italians,  (Germans,  and  Eng- 
lish, who  are  separated  by  hundreds  of  leagues.  We  find  among  the  Frisiana 
not  only  primitive  Germanic  words,  but  what  may  be  called  common  Eu- 
ropean radicals,  which  different  localities  seem  to  have  distributed  among 
them." 

"  Even  the  names  of  their  districts  and  islands  are  totally  different  in  differ- 
ent dialects.  For  instance,  the  island  called  by  the  Frisians  who  speak  High- 
Oerman,  Sylt,  is  called  by  the  inhabitants  SOl,  in  FOhr  Sol,  and  in  Am- 
rum  Sal." 

"  The  people  of  Amrum  call  the  Frisians  Frflsk,  with  the  vowel  short ;  in 
the  southern  districts,  the  word  is  Freeske,  with  a  long  vowel ;  elsewhere 
it  is  pronounced  Fraasche."    Kohl.  II. ,  Chap.  XX. 

It  appears  further,  from  the  same  writer,  that  these  numerous  dialects  are 
intelligible  only  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  narrow  localities  where  they  are  in- 
digenous, and  that  their  variations  are  too  great  to  permit  the  grammars  and 
glossaries  which  have  yet  appeared  to  be  regarded  as  anything  more  than  ex- 
positions of  the  peculimties  of  individual  patois,  and  by  no  means  as  authori- 
ties for  the  existence  of  any  such  general  speech  as  tiie  imaginary  Frisic  of 
linguistic  theories.  The  argument  for  the  oneness  of  these  dialects  rests  chiefly 
on  negatives.  It  may  be  said  of  each  of  them  :  it  is  not  Danish  nor  Dutch, 
nor  Low-German  nor  High-Gterman,  but,  at  the  same  time,  they  all  resemble 
any  one  of  these  languages  very  nearly  as  much  as  they  do  eadi  other.  See 
L^tureii. 
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In  giving  a  general  sketch  of  the  grammar  of  our  ancient  An- 
glican speech,  I  shall  not  notice  local  or  archaic  pecnliarities  of 
form,  and  the  statements  I  make  may  be  considered  as  appli- 
cable to  the  Anglo-Saxon  in  the  best  period  of  its  literature,  and, 
with  imimportant  exceptions,  true  of  all  its  distinguishable  dia- 
lects. 

In  general,  then,  we  may  say  that  the  article,  noim,  adjective, 
and  pronoim  were  declinable,  having  different  forms  for  the  three 
genders,  for  four  cases,  and  for  the  singular  aud  plural  numbers ; 
besides  which,  the  personal  pronoun  of  the  first  and  second  per- 
sons had  a  dual,  or  form  exclusively  appropriated  to  the  number 
two.  This,  in  tiie  first  person,  was  wit,  wetwo ;  in  the  second, 
git,  you  tuH).  The  possessive  had  also  a  duaL  The  adjective, 
as  in  the  other  Gothic  languages,  had  two  forms  of  inflection,  the 
one  employed  when  the  adjective  was  used  without  a  determina- 
tive, the  other  when  it  was  preceded  by  an  article  or  a  pronoun 
agreeing  also  with  the  noun.  These  forms  are  called,  respect- 
ively, the  indefinite  and  the  definite.  Thus,  the  adjective  corre- 
sponding to  good^  used  in  the  definite  form  singular,  or  with  a 
determinative,  makes  the  nominative  masculine  g  6  d  a ,  feminine, 
g6de,  neuter,  g6de;  the  genitive  or  possessive,  g6 dan,  for 
all  the  genders.  When  used  without  a  determinative,  the  nomi- 
native is  g 6  d,  for  the  three  genders ;  the  genitive  or  possessive, 
g6des,  for  the  masculine  and  neuter,  and  g6dre  for  the  femi- 
miie.  The  adjective  was  also  regularly  compared  much  as  in  the 
modem  English  augmentative  form,  but  not  by  more  and  most 

The  verbs  had  four  moods :  the  indicative,  subjunctive,  impera- 
tive, and  infinitive,  and  but  two  tenses,  the  present  or  indefinite, 
used  also  as  a  future,  and  the  past.  There  were,  however,  com- 
pound tenses  in  the  active  voice,  and  a  passive  voice  formed  as  in 
modem  English  by  the  aid  of  other  verbs.  In  English  the  auxili- 
aries  are  generally  used  simply  as  indications  of  time,  as,  he  will 
sinffy  which  is  merely  a  future  of  ^the  verb  to  sing,  like  the  Latin 
cantabit;  A^  Aoa  «im^,  the  Latin  cantaverat.  In  Saxon, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  auxiliary  usually  retained  its  independent 
meaning,  and  was  more  rarely  employed  as  a  mere  determinative. 
Thus  willan,  corresponding  to  our  wHl,  when  used  vnth  an 
infinitive,  did  not  form  a  future,  but  always  expressed  a  purpose, 
as  indeed  it  still  often  does,  and  with  the  remarkable  exception  of 
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the  verb  beon,  to  le^  which ifi  generallj  fature,  the  Saxon  had 
absolutely  no  method  of  expressing  the  future  by  any  farm  or 
combination  of  verbs^  so  that  the  context  alone  determines  the 
time. 

While,  then,  the  English  article  has  but  one  form  for  all  caaes^ 
genders,  and  numbers,  the  Saxon  had  ten.    Our  noun  has  two 
forms,  one  for  the  nominatiye  and  objectiye,  one  for  the  posses- 
sive and  plural ;  or,  in  the  few  nouns  with  the  strong  plural  in- 
flection, four,  as  marhj  ma/ria^  men,y  m^a ;  generally  the  Saxcm 
had  five  or  six.  The  modem  adjective  has  one  termination  in  the 
positive  d^ree,  the  Saxon  ten.   The  English  regular  or  weak  verb, 
as  to  love  J  seven  endings ;  the  corresponding  Saxon,  thirteen,  even 
without  counting  the  inflected  cases  of  the  participles.    From  all 
this,  it  wiU  be  obvious  that  the  Anglo-Saxon  could  indicate  by  in- 
flections many  relations  aud  conditions  of  words  which  we  can 
express  only  by  particles ;  and  that  consequently  it  was  more  in- 
dependent of  fixed  laws  of  position,  and  less  encumbered  by  de- 
terminatives, thau  modem  English.  By  way  of  illustration  ai  the 
force  and  beauty  which  the  Anglo-Saxon  element  confers  upon 
English,  I  compared  the  conclusion  of  the  parable  of  the  men  who 
built  their  houses  respectively  upon  sand  and  upon  rock,  in  the 
versions  of  St.  Matthew  and  St.  Luke,  as  rendered  by  the  author- 
ized English  translation.   It  will  be  interesting  to  analyse  St.  Mat- 
thew's account  of  the  same  catastrophe  in  the  Anglo-Saxon,  in 
Wycliffe's  translation  of  about  1380,  in  Tyndale's,  of  1526,  and 
King  James's,  of  1611.*    The  Anglo-Saxon,  translated  word  for 
word  into  our  present  English,  would  read  thus :  then  rained  it, 
and  there  came  flood,  and  blew  winds,  and  rushed  on  that  house, 
and  the  [or  that]  house  fell,  and  its  fall  was  great. 

Here  it  will  be  observed  that  the  verbs  rained^  oanne^  and  Hew 
all  precede  their  nominatives,  and  it  may  be  added  that  hUw  and 
7n^^A^(2  both  have  a  distinct  plural  form,  bleowon  and  ahrurc^ii. 

In  WycUffe's  time,  although^  the  plural  form  of  the  verb  was 
still  retained,  yet  the  general  loss  of  the  inflections  of  the  noun 
had  compelled  the  introduction  of  a  positional  syntax,  and  he 


*  The  texts  of  the  Greek,  Moeso-Gothic,  Anglo-Saxon,  and  modem  Engtiab 
versions  of  the  passage  under  consideration,  wiU  be  found  in  a  note  to  Lo^ure 
vii.,  pages  142»  14a 
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writes,  in  the  modem  order  of  arrangement:  ^^and  rayn  came 
donn,  and  floodis  cam^  and  wyndis  blew^  and  thei  hurlid^n  in 
to  that  house ;  and  it  f elle  doxm,  and  the  fallyng  donn  therof 
was  grete." 

Before  Tjndale,  1526,  the  plnral  form  of  the  verb  in  n,  had 
beoome  obsolete.  We  read,  accordingly,  in  his  version :  ^^  And 
abondaunce  of  rajne  descended,  and  the  flnddes  came,  and  the 
wyndes  blewe,  and  beet  upon  that  housse,  and  it  fell,  and  great 
was  the  fall  of  it" 

Between  the  Anglo-Saxon  and  the  English  of  Wjdiffe,  the 
most  important  structural,  or  rather  rhetorical,  difference  is  the 
greater  freedom  of  arrangement  in  the  Anglo-Saxon  verbs,  which 
in  this  passage,  in  three  instances,  precede  the  nominative ;  where- 
as in  "WydiJBEe  the  verb  uniformly  follows  its  subject,  as  in  the 
modem  dialect.  In  the  century  and  a  half  which  intervened  be- 
tween Wycliffe  and  Tyndale,  not  only  had  the  verbs  dropped  the 
plural  ending,  but  the  definite  article  had  become  common.  In 
Saxon,  we  cannot  deny  that  the  definite  article  existed,  but  it 
always  partook  very  strongly  of  its  original  character  of  a  demon- 
strative pronoim,  and  perhaps  it  should  be  rather  regarded  as  such 
in  the  one  instance  where  I  have  represented  it  by  the^  ^^  and  the 
house  felL"  In  WyclifEe,  rayn^  fioodisy  and  wyndis  are  all  with- 
out the  article,  ^^  rayn  came  doun,  and  fluddes  camen,  and  wyndis 
blewen,"  and  it  is  employed  only  before  faUyng^  "  and  ike  fallyng 
doun  therof  ";  but  in  Tyndale's  time  the  noun  had  ceased  to  be 
used  thus  indefinitely,  vcAjMldeay  vryndeey  ^sudifaU  are  all  pre* 
ceded  by  the  article  the.  The  translators  of  1611,  with  excellent 
judgment,  adopted  Tyndale's  version  word  for  word  with  no 
change  except  to  say  simply  "the  raine,"  for  "abundaunce  of 
rayne,"  which  Tyndale  had  used.  And  here  I  cannot  but  pause 
to  notice  a  remarkable  felicity  of  expression  in  this  translation,  in 
the  employment  of  an  inversion  of  the  regular  order  of  words  in 
the  last  clause  of  the  verse.  The  fact  of  befall  of  the  house  had 
been  already  announced,  and  made  additionally  striking  by  an 
enumeration  of  the  circumstances  which  had  preceded  and  caused 
it — the  pouring  of  the  rain,  the  rushing  of  the  flood,  the  blast  of 
the  tempest.  The  immediate  introduction  of  the  noxuLfaU  would 
have  added  nothing  to  the  effect  of  what  had  gone  before.  To 
heighten  and  intensify  the  impression,  therefore,  the  translator 
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skillfullj  inyerts  the  phrase,  begins  the  conclnding  clause  with 
the  adjective — "  and  it  fell,  and  great  was  the  fall  of  it," — ^and  * 
thus  produces  a  dimax  superior  in  force  even  to  the  original 
Greek  text 

When,  as  a  natural  result  of  Latin  and  Norman  influence,  the 
operation  of  such  causes  as  I  described  in  the  last  lecture  had 
stripped  the  Anglo-Saxon  of  most  of  its  inflections,  and  introduced 
a  large  number  of  Bomance  words  and  grammatical  forms,  the 
first  effort  of  the  newly-framed  speech  was  to  develop  a  new  set 
of  inflections,  and  if  English  had  existed  as  an  imwritten  tongue 
for  a  sufficient  time  after  the  coalescence  of  the  two  elements  into 
one  language,  it  is  probable  that  it  would  have  acquired  as  com- 
plete a  system  of  declension  and  conjugation,  and  consequently 
a  syntax  as  free  from  restraints  of  position  as  either  of  its  constit- 
uent tongues.  The  Saxon  noxms  had  several  modes  of  forming 
the  plural,  according  to  gender  and  declension.  One  of  these  de- 
clensions only  made  the  nominative  plural  in  %.  This  agreed 
with  the  Norman  grammar,  which,  like  the  modem  French,  used 
8  or  £r,  (and  in  a  few  cases  a?,)  as  the  sign  of  the  plural,  and  it  was 
natural  that  this  coincidence  should  have  been  seized  upon  and 
adopted  as  a  general  rule  for  the  construction  of  all  plurals.* 
True,  some  plurals  formed  by  letter-change  or  in  n  remained,  but 
most  Saxon  nouns  dropped  the  r^ular  inflection,  and  from  the 
very  commencement  of  the  English  language  took  a  plural  in  «. 
This  is  abundantly  shown  by  Layamon  and  the  Qrmulum,  the 
former  using  this  plural  (especially  in  the  later  text)  very  fre- 
quently, the  latter  employing  it  almost  exclusively. 

The  Saxon  nouns  had  three  genders,  and  the  masculine  and 
feminine  were  very  often  applied  to  objects  incapable  of  sex. 
The  Xoruian  had  but  two  genders,  the  neuter  not  being  recog> 
nized  in  its  grammar.   When  the  two  languages  coalesced,  a  com- 


*  This  statement  is  too  loose.  Norman  nuueultne  noons  r^dUriy  made  the 
nominative  iin^ular,  the  accusative  and  the  vocatiye  plural,  in  t,  but  the 
m>m4natir^  plurai  was  without  that  termination.  But  there  were  numj  excep- 
tions, and  in  these  instances  the  nominatit^  plural  was  also  in  t,  as  were  also 
the  plural  of  lUl  ffrmnine$  derived  from  Latin  nouns  of  the  first  declenaicMi, 
and  many  derived  from  other  declensions.  The  consequence  was  that  the 
ptunds  iu  *  wore  very  much  more  numerous  than  those  withoat  it,  and  a 
foreigner  would  naturally  have  taken  t  as  the  general  plural  sign. 
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promise  was  effected  by  employing  the  masculine  and  feminine 
as  indications,  not  of  grammatical  gender,  or  termination,  but  of 
sex,  and  confining  the  neater  to  objects  without  sex.*  This,  of 
course,  led  to  the  rejection  of  those  Anglo-Saxon  endings  of  the 
article,  the  noun,  and  the  adjective,  which  had  indicated  gram- 
matical gender;  and  as  the  Saxon  inflections  for  case  depended 
more  or  less  upon  tiie  gender,  tiiey  naturally  were  dropped  also 
when  grammatical  gender  was  discarded.  Nothing  tiien  was  left 
for  distinction  but  the  numbers,  singular  and  plural.  Although 
one  declension  of  the  Saxon  nouns  made  the  plural  in  «,  and 
thereby  the  general  adoption  of  «  as  a  sign  for  the  plural  of  nouns 
was  facilitated,  yet  no  plural  form  of  the  Saxon  adjective  em- 
ployed that  sign.  The  termination  in  e  was  the  general  nom- 
inative plural  ending  of  all  adjectives  in  the  indefinite  form,  and 
this  continued  to  be  used  in  English  to  designate  that  number  for 
some  centuries,  tiiough  not  witii  strict  uniformity.  Indeed,  when 
the  adjective  was  employed  as  a  nomi,  it  sometimes  made  tiie 
plural  in  tf,  even  down  to  the  end  of  the  sixteenth  century.f  The 
^,  as  a  sign  of  number,  was  finally  dropped  soon  after  that  period, 
and  adjectives  have  since  been  indeclinable,  to  the  great  advantage 
of  our  grammar. 

The  verb,  which,  to  the  distinctions  of  number  and  person,  in 
most  languages  adds  those  of  time  and  other  conditions,  is  always 
subject  to  a  greater  number  of  inflectional  changes  than  any  other 
part  of  speech.  The  conjugations  of  the  Saxon  and  the  Korman 
verb  had  scarcely  any  point  of  resemblance  except  the  employ- 
ment of  compound  tenses,  and  the  consequence  naturally  was,  that 
the  characteristic  endings  of  both  were  principally  rejected,  and 
the  radical  of  the  verb  left  almost  uninflected,  and  dependent  on 
auxiliaries  for  the  expression  of  the  various  modifications  of  its 
radical  meaning.  In  its  selection  of  auxiliaries,  it  conformed* 
partiy  to  Bomance,  partly  to  Grothic  models ;  and  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  with  respect  to  the  future  tense,  the  English  syntax 
is  an  improvement  upon  the  Saxon.    ShaU  and  loillj  it  is  true. 


*  The  lack  of  grammatical  gender  in  English  may  perhaps  be  regarded  aa 
its  most  marked  characteristic.  See  Bleek,  Oompt^raiive  Cframmar  of  the  8, 
African  Languctge%,  Unprung  der  SpracKt^  etc. 

f  See  Lecture  xiv. 
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existed  in  that  langoage,  but  not  as  true  aaxiliariefl^  and  the  use 
of  them  as  signs  of  the  futnrei  if  not  directly  borrowed  from  the 
Old-Northern,  at  least  belongs  to  the  Scandinavian,  not  the  Teu- 
tonic side  of  Anglo-Saxon. 

One  of  the  most  curious  facts  in  the  history  of  the  EngUsh  yerb 
is  the  tendency  which  existed  in  the  thirteenth  and  fourteenth 
centuries  to  the  formation  of  new  regular  inflections,  by  the 
coalescence  or  agglutination  of  verbft  and  pronouns.  This  was 
indeed,  perhaps,  in  some  sort,  a  dialectic  peculiarity,  but  cases 
occur  in  too  wide  a  range  of  writers  to  allow  us  to  consider  it  is 
by  any  means  altogether  local  in  its  character.  It  seems  to  have 
begun  with  the  interrogative,  where  the  pronoun,  following  the 
verb,  would  most  easily  unite  with  it ;  but  the  agglutinate  form 
is  often  used  in  aflirmative  periods.  The  coalescence  of  the  pro- 
noun of  the  second  person  and  the  verb  is  most  frequent,  but  ex- 
amples of  a  like  process  in  the  other  persons  are  not  wanting. 
Thus  in  the  fable  of  Dame  Siriz  in  Wright's  Analeeta  Literaria, 
there  are  several  instances  of  the  use  of  wUU  and  tooldij  for  I 
unU  and  I  would;  in  the  ancient  Interlocutory  Poem  in  the  first 
volume  of  the  Reliquise  Antiquse,  we  find  Tcepi^  hwwyj  ca/ni,  for 
Ilceep^  Ihave^  I  cam, ;  in  the  Thrush  and  the  Nightingale,  in  the 
same  volume,  vie  rech%  for  I  do  not  reeky  or  ca/re;  forbeddi^  for 
I  forbid.  The  coalescence  of  the  second  person  wiA  the  verb  is 
extremely  common,  and  there  are  few  English  writers  of  the 
fourteenth  century  who  do  not  furnish  exemplifications  of  it. 
Bobert  of  Gloucester  has  PenkestoWy  mdsdostoWy  for  thinkest 
thou,  misdoest  thou  /  Dame  Siriz,  trotistUy  for  trowest  thou  /  the 
Seven  Sages,  wdUuy  for  thmi^  wilt;  the  ancient  Interlocutory 
Poem  above  referred  to  has  a  like  form,  with  the  pronoun,  thu 
canstu  ;  and  Piers  Ploughman,  among  numerous  other  cases,  the 
negative  inflection,  why  nadistouy  why  hadst4hou-not* 

*  Similar  combinations  arc  found  in  German,  even  as  late  as  the  time  of 
Luther.  Thus,  in  Wamunge  D.  M.  Luther  an  seine  lieben  Deudschen,  Wit- 
tenberg, 1581,  wiltu  occurs  at  F.  III.,  and  mustu  atF.  b.  In  the  much 
older  Orendel  und  Bride,  Zurich,  1858,  we  find  instances  of  the  coalescence  of 
all  the  three  persons  with  the  verb :  woldich,  p.  17;  mahtu,  6;  vasthi, 
woldhi,  1;   kondhi,  9. 

In  the  famous  abrenuntio  Diaboli,  of  the  eighth  eentoiy,  Wright 
(Biog.  Britan.  Lit.  I.,  810,)  prints  f  orsachistu,  gelobistu,  but  other 
critics  separate  the  pronoun  from  the  verb.    There  are  many  instances  of  like 
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In  the  carelessness  of  pronunciation,  which  usually  marks  hasty 
and  familiar  speaking,  the  amdUary  ha/oe  is  indistinctiiy  articulated. 
^  I  should  have  gone,"  is  pronounced  almost,  "  I  should  a  gone,'* 
and  by  persons  ignorant  of  reading  and  writing,  altogether  so. 
In  old  English  books,  many  instances  occur  where  the  compound 
tense  is  thus  printed,  as,  for  example,  in  Lord  Bemers'  Froissart, 
▼oL  L,  chap.  225,  ^^  a  man  coude  not  cast  an  appeU  among  thg, 
but  it  shuld  afaUen  on  a  bassenet  or  a  helme ";  in  WycliSe's 
Apology  for  the  Lollards,  page  1,  ^^  I  knowlech  to  a  feUd  and 
seid  {)us."  In  the  Paston  Letters,  I.  22,  "  brybe's  that  wold  a 
robbed  a  ship";  Paston  Letters,  I.  6,  ^^a  gret  nowmbre  come  to 
Arfleet  for  to  a/r^ovyd  it,"  in  which  last  example  the  coalescence 
is  complete.* 

A  like  tendency  is  discoverable  in  other  classes  of  words,  such 
as  the  formation  of  an  objective  of  the  definite  article  tJi>e  by  a 
coalescence  with  the  prepositions  tn,  on^  and  (U;  ythe^  Uh  being 
often  written  for  m  the^  oih  for  en  ihcj  aUe  for  at  the.  There  are 
also  traces  of  a  new  form  in  the  nouns.  In  Icelandic,  Swedish, 
and  Danifih,  the  nouns  have  a  definite  declension  formed  by  affix- 
ing the  termination  of  the  definite  article  according  to  case  and 
gender.  Thus,  in  Swedish,  konung  meansking,  konungen, 
Making,  konungens,  ^king's;  hus  meanshouse,  huset, 
the  hou8e.f  A  somewhat  similar  contraction  existed  in  early  Eng- 

oombinstioiuB  in  old  Icdandic,  and  among  others  may  be  mentioned  the  con- 
Btraction  of  a  negative  form  of  the  verb  by  afliziDg  the  particle,  a,  at,  a^ , 
or  a  is ;  also  of  negative  forms  of  the  noun,  adjective,  pronoun,  and  adverb, 
by  affixing  the  syllables  gi  or  k i . 

In  Italian  these  combinatimis  also  occur.  Ariosto  has  mogU&ma,  for  nUa 
mogUe;  mogHerema  is  also  used  for  the  same ;  pfUermo,  for  mio  padre;  mam- 
maia  for  iua  mamma. 

*  In  the  Chronicle  of  Capgrave,  p.  278,  we  meet  ha  Uoed,  or  a  Uved;  and 
these  forms  occur  even  in  the  Life  of  Richard  III. ,  ascribed  to  More,  as  printed 
in  Hardyng,  p.  547,  reprint  of  1812.  "Richard  might  (as  the  fame  went) 
oM/ued  hymself  if  he  would  afled  awaie."  But  this  passage  is  not  in  Rastell's 
edition  of  1557,  and  More  could  hardly  have  adopted  this  colloquialism. 

f  The  Swedish  definite  article  is  den  for  the  masculine  and  feminine,  d  e  t 
for  the  neuter.  When  post-positive  in  the  process  of  coalescence  the  initial 
ooiisonant  d  is  dropped,  and  konung  den  becomes  konungen,  hus 
det,  huset.  This,  at  least,  is  the  present  grammatical  resolution  of  the 
oompoond.  Historically,  however,  konungen  Is  the  Icelandic  kondn- 
grinn,  a  definite  formed  by  the  coalescence  of  the  noon  kondngr,   and 
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lisli,  in  the  case  of  nouns  beginning  with  a  vowel.  The  empress 
was  written  and  spoken  as  one  word,  themprees^  the  cvcmgd  or 
gospd  ihenxmgd;  the  apostle^  ihapoeUe;  the  anore  (anchor) 
thcmore.  There  are  even  faint  and  donbtfnl  indications  of  a  like 
inclination  with  regard  to  the  article  cm^  and  the  creation  of  an 
indefinite  form  of  the  nonn  by  employing  this  article  as  a  prefix ; 
thus  we  find  cmedgetodU  for  cm  edge  tod,  a  funmpire*  for  an 
tMnpire,  a  ncmgre  for  an  amger,  a  napron  for  an  apran,  bnt  these 
seem  to  be  rather  cases  of  orthographical  confosion  than  really 
new  combinations. 

The  effect  of  reducing  a  language  to  writing  is  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  formation  of  inflections.  Inflections  doubtless  often  grow  out 
of  a  hurried  and  indistinct  pronunciation  of  familiar  and  fre- 
quently recurring  combinations ;  but,  when  the  words  are  written, 
the  mind  is  constantly  brought  back  to  the  radical  forms,  and  the 
tendency  to  coalescence  thus  arrested ;  and  indeed  the  effect  of 
writing  does  not  stop  here,  but  it  leads  to  the  resolution  of  com- 
pounds not  much  altered  in  form,  into  their  primitive  elements. 

In  listening  to  the  conversation  of  uneducated  persons,  and  even 
to  the  familiar  colloquial  speech  of  the  better  instructed,  we  ob- 
serve a  strong  inclination  to  the  coalescence  of  words.  Let  a  for- 
eigner, who  should  be  wholly  ignorant  of  the  grammatical  struc- 
ture of  the  European  languages,  but  able  to  write  down  articula- 
tions, record  the  words  of  our  ordinary  conversation  as  he  would 
hear  them  spoken.  The  result  would  be  an  approximation  to  an 
inflected  language.  He  would  agglutinate  in  writing  the  words 
which  we  agglutinate  in  speaking,  and  thus,  in  many  cases,  form 

the  definite  pronominal  article  hinn,  (for  which  latter  word  the  modem 
Swedish  substitutes  den,)  and  so  of  other  nouns  which  have  been  tradition- 
ally handed  down  from  the  Old-Northern  period.  In  the  definite  form  of  new 
words,  the  analogy  of  the  primitive  language  has  been  followed  and  the  arti- 
cle retains  the  d  only  when  it  stands  alone. 

It  is  an  interesting  linguistic  fact  that  in  the  Roumanian,  though  a  speech  of 
Latin  origin,  the  definite  article  is  post^positive. 

*  The  n  in  nounpire  may  be  radical,  for  it  has  been  ingeniously  suggested 
that  this  obscure  word  is  perhaps  n  o  n  pair,  odd  one,  a  third  person  called  in 
to  turn  the  scale  between  two  disagreeing  arbitrators.  Also  the  Anglo-Saxon 
form  of  auger  is  nawgar,  which  would  seem  to  show  that  the  n  here  is  like- 
wise radical.  See  Wedgewood,  under  apron.  For  many  similar  cases,  see 
Wright's  Volume  of  Voeabulariee,  p.  206  et  ieq. 
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a  regular  conjugation.  Take  for  example  the  interrogative  use  of 
the  verb  to  home ;  have  I  ?  have  you  ?  has  he  ?  The  stranger 
would  not  suspect  that  each  of  these  phrases  was  composed  of  two 
words,  but  would  treat  them  as  the  first,  second,  and  third  persons 
of  an  interrogative  form  of  the  verb  to  Tume.  His  spelling  would 
conform  to  the  pronunciation,  and  he  would  write  hoAyoi^  Jiam/ey 
fuzzzy.  ^ow  those  who  first  reduce  a  language  to  writing  are 
much  in  the  condition  I  have  just  supposed.  They  record  what 
they  hear,  and  had  English  long  remained  unwritten,  the  coales- 
cences would  have  become  established,  and  conjugations  and 
declensions  formed  accordingly.  The  interrogative  would  have 
had  its  regular  verbal  inflection,  and  a  past  infinitive,^  agone^ 
afaUen^  would  have  grown  out  of  the  combination  of  the  participle 
with  the  auxiliary,  the  latter  becoming  a  syUabic  augment* 

This  is  precisely  analogous  to  what  actually  did  take  place  in 
most  of  the  Bomance  dialects,  because  they  were  used  colloquially 
for  centuries  before  they  were  written,  Latin  being  the  language 
of  the  government,  of  law,  of  literature,  and  of  religion. 

The  two  great  elements  of  which  English  is  composed  had  each 
its  written  dialect,  and  it  would  therefore  have  been  quite  natural 
that  the  new  language  should  very  early  have  become  a  written 
speech,  if  there  had  been  an  actual  historical  hiatus  between 
Anglo-Saxon  and  Korman-English.  But  the  change  from  the 
one  to  the  other  was  so  gradual,  that  the  spoken  dialect  always 
existed  in  a  written  form,  orthographical  mutations  following 
closely  upon  orthoepical  revolutions.  Between  Latin  and  the 
modern  Bomance  tongues,  on  the  other  hand,  there  was  an  inter- 
val, and  consequently  these  latter,  as  literary  dialects,  had  a  defi- 
nite commencement,  while  English  had  none.  Hence,  English 
made  little  progress  in  new  grammatical  formations,  and  the  pre- 
dominance of  Norman  influence  led  to  the  rejection  not  only  of 
Saxon  endings,  but  of  many  other  facilities  of  expression,  the  loss 
of  which  is  a  very  serious  evil  to  the  English  tongue.  For  in- 
stance, the  Saxon  had  a  negative  form  for  all  verbs  beginning 


*  In  French,  it  was  only  the  early  reduction  of  the  spoken  tongue  to  writing, 
which  prevented  the  development  of  a  regular  negative  verb  and  definite  noun. 
N'avoir  would  have  become  permanently  navoir,  I'homme,  lomme, 
and  un  homme,  nomme,  in  writing  as  in  speech,  had  French  remained 
merely  an  oral  dialect  a  few  centuries  longer. 
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with  a  vowel,  the  aspirate  A,  or  the  semi-vowel  w.  This  consisted 
in  using  the  consonant  n,  the  initial  of  the  Saxon  negative  parti- 
cle n  e ,  as  a  prefix.  The  convenience  of  this  form  was  strongly 
felt,  and  it  was  not  abandoned  in  poetry  for  some  centuries  after 
the  English  became  a  distinct  language.  Chaucer  constantly  says 
I  nam,  for  I  am  not,  I  nna,  for  I  was  not,  he  novldj  for  he  ioould 
net,  he  nod,  for  he  Juid  not,  I  niU,  for  I  wiU  not  The  WjdiflSte 
versions  often  use  the  negative  verb  in  the  imperative,  as  in 
Judges  xviii.  9 :  ^^Nyle  ye  be  negligent,  nXL  ye  ceese.''  Sylvester, 
at  the  end  of  the  sixteenth  century,  occasionally  employs  this 
form,  as,  for  example,  in  this  verse  of  his  twenty-sixth  sonnet : 

Who  mS  be  subjects,  shaU  be  slaves,  in  fine. 

We  still  retain  the  n^ative  niU  in  the  phrase,  wU  he,  nSH  he, 
whether  he  wiJl  or  not,  where  wiU  and  nUl  are  not  auxiliaries, 
but  independent  verbs.  Wesley  attempted  to  revive  nUL,  and 
wrote :  ^'  Man  i^iUs  something,  because  it  is  pleasing  to  nature, 
and  he  nills  something,  because  it  is  painful  to  nature."  *  The 
Knguistic  sense  of  the  English  people  was  at  a  lowebbin  Wes- 
ley's  time,  and  his  use  of  niU  found  few  if  any  imitators,  but  the 
fact  that  we  still  employ  similar  compounds  in  none,  neither, 
never,  which  are  simply  one,  either,  ever,  with  the  n^ative  prefix  n, 
shows  that  this  form  is  not  radically  repugnant  to  the  present  ge- 
nius of  the  language,  and  I  see  nothing  very  improbable  in  the 
recovery  of  the  native  verb. 

The  Korman,  though  it  had  its  coalescences,  like  the  other  Ro- 
mance dialects,  as  for  instance  in  the  case  of  the  future,  was 
nevertheless  averse  to  compounds;  and  as  it  became  more  and 
more  an  influential  element  in  the  organization  of  English,  it  not 
only  checked  further  coalescence,  but  led  to  the  resolution  of 
some  compounds  which  had  become  established,  and  hence  the 
new  inflections  were  soon  abandoned.f 

*  Nolo,  nUl,  becomes  more  strongly  negative  by  assuming  a  positive  fonn* 
Xon  wio  is  a  negation  of  will,  fwlo  is  a  volition.  Why  has  not  the  French 
noloHte  and  noliti'on,  as  well  as  wlonU  and  volition  f 

f  Our  English  verb  to  hunt  appears  to  be  allied  to  a  MoBeo-Qothic  word  of 
nearly  similar  form,  which  has  been  (xmjectured  to  be  cognate  with  hand^  so 
that  the  primary  signification  of  hunt  would  be,  to  take  with  the  hand,  or 
catch.    Some  etymologists  derive  hound  from  hunt,  bol  It  Is  quite  as  pTobahls 
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The  only  deUberate,  organized  experiment  for  the  restoration 
of  an  obsolete  English  form,  is  that  of  the  Society  of  Friends, 
who  have  long  striven  to  reintroduce  what  they  call  the  plain  lan- 
guage, or  the  employment  of  the  singular  thau^  and  the  corre- 
sponding verbal  inflection,  in  place  of  the  plural  you^  in  address- 
ing a  single  person.  It  is  not  strange  that  a  phi^fieology,  which 
was  adopted  as  the  badge  of  a  sect,  should  have  failed  to  secure 
general  acceptance,  but  the  entire  want  of  success  in  the  attempt 
to  establish  it  even  among  the  Friends  themselves,  is  a  strong  evi- 
dence of  the  rooted  aversion  of  the  Anglican  people  and  speech 
to  much  variety  of  inflection.  In  the  first  fervor  of  religious 
party  zeal,  doubtless,  educated  Friends  spokie  more  grammatically, 
but  the  second  person  of  the  verb  does  not  appear  ever  to  have 
been  generally  employed  by  their  followers ;  and  even  the  nomi- 
native of  the  pronoun  of  the  second  person  was  soon  discarded,  so 
that  wHl  iheey  has  thee,  does  thse^  were  substituted  for  wiU  thouy 
Tiast  ihouj  dost  thou. 

That  we  shall  recover  many  lost  Saxon  words  there  can  be  no 
doubt,  and  poetry  will  yet  reanimate  obsolete  forms  specially 
adapted  to  metrical  convenience.  New  regular  inflections,*  how- 
ever, are  not  to  be  expected,  perhaps  not  even  desired ;  and  some 
grammarians  even  consider  it  probable  that  formal  distinctions  of 
case,  number,  and  person  wiU  be  rejected  altogether,  and  all 
grammatical  relations  determined  by  auxiliaries,  prepositions,  or 
other  particles.  That  such  has  been  the  general  tendency  of 
English  since  the  birth  of  its  Hterature  is  quite  certain,  and  the 

that  hunt  is  derived  from  Jumndi  which  in  Saxon  was  speit  not  with  ou,  hut 
simply  u.  In  that  case,  to  hurU  would  he  to  chase  with  hounds,  or  dogs,  or,  as 
we  sometimes  now  say,  to  hound  or  to  dog.  At  the  period  when  there  was  a 
tendency  to  resolve  compounds,  this  very  ohvious,  and,  as  I  much  incline  to 
believe,  true  etymology,  struck  the  rude  philologists  of  the  time,  and,  accord- 
ingly, we  find  huntsman  written  in  early  English  Jioundsman,  sometimes  as 
one  word,  hut  not  imfrequently  as  two,  hounds  man.  Bee  the  History  of 
Helyas,  Thom's  Early  Prose  Romances,  III.,  55,  65. 

*  Among  the  possible  improvements  in  language,  we  may  suggest  the  de- 
sirableness of  a  form  of  comparison  of  diminution  in  degree.  In  the  case  of 
adjectives  of  really  absolute  character  (as  far  as  there  are  any  such)  there  often 
exists  an  opposite  or  negative  which  answers  the  purpose  of  a  special  inflection. 
Thus  to  long,  longer,  longest,  correspond  short,  shorter,  shortest;  but  why 
should  not  this  relation  be  expressed  by  inflections  from  the  same  root,  signi- 
fying not  long,  less  long,  least  long  t 
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with  a  vowel,  the  aspirate  A,  or  the  semi-vowel  w.  This  eonsigted 
in  using  the  consonant  n^  the  initial  of  the  Saxon  negative  parti- 
cle n  e ,  as  a  prefix.  The  convenience  of  this  form  was  strongly 
felt,  and  it  was  not  abandoned  in  poetry  for  some  centuries  after 
the  English  became  a  distinct  language.  Chaucer  constantly  says 
I  nam,  for  I  am  noty  I  nas,  for  I  was  nat^  he  nouldy  for  he  wofdd 
noty  he  nady  for  he  had  notj  I  niUy  for  I  wiU  not.  The  WjdiflSte 
versions  often  use  the  n^ative  verb  in  the  imperative,  as  in 
Judges  xviii.  9 :  ^^NyU  ye  be  negligent,  mi  ye  ceese."  Sylvester, 
at  the  end  of  the  sixteenth  century,  occasionally  employs  this 
form,  as,  for  example,  in  this  verse  of  his  twenty-sixth  sonnet : 

Who  n%0,  be  subjects,  shall  be  slaves,  in  fine. 

We  still  retain  the  n^ative  mO,  in  the  phrase,  mZ2  A^,  mZZ  A^ 
whether  hs  will  or  noty  where  vnll  and  mil  are  not  auxiliaries, 
but  independent  verbs.  Wesley  attempted  to  revive  ntZZ,  and 
wrote :  ^^  Man  i^ills  something,  because  it  is  pleasing  to  nature, 
and  he  nills  something,  because  it  is  painful  to  nature."  *  The 
linguistic  sense  of  the  English  people  was  at  a  low  ebb  in  Wes- 
ley's tune,  and  his  use  of  mil  found  few  if  any  imitators,  but  the 
fskct  that  we  still  employ  similar  compounds  in  nonSj  nettherj 
never y  which  are  simply  oney  either y  every  with  the  n^ative  prefix  n^ 
shows  that  this  form  is  not  radically  repugnant  to  the  present  ge- 
nius of  the  language,  and  I  see  nothing  very  improbable  in  the 
recovery  of  the  native  verb. 

The  Korman,  though  it  had  its  coalescences,  like  the  other  Ro- 
mance dialects,  as  for  instance  in  the  case  of  the  future,  was 
nevertheless  averse  to  compounds;  and  as  it  became  more  and 
more  an  influential  element  in  the  organization  of  English,  it  not 
only  checked  further  coalescence,  but  led  to  the  resolution  of 
some  compounds  which  had  become  established,  and  hence  the 
new  inflections  were  soon  abandoned.f 

*  Ndo,  niUt  becomes  more  strongly  negative  by  assuming  a  positive  fonn* 
Han  volo  is  a  negation  of  will,  nolo  is  a  volition.  Why  has  not  the  French 
nolonte  and  noliU'on,  as  well  as  f)olorUe  and  voiitionf 

t  Our  English  verb  to  hunt  appears  to  be  allied  to  a  MoBeo^Qothic  word  of 
nearly  similar  form,  which  has  been  conjectured  to  be  cognate  with  hand^  so 
that  the  primary  signification  of  hunt  would  be,  to  take  with  the  hand,  or 
catch.    Some  etymologists  derive  hound  from  hunt,  but  it  Is  qidte  as  probabla 
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The  only  deUberate,  organized  experiment  for  the  restoration 
of  an  obsolete  English  form,  is  that  of  the  Society  of  Friends, 
who  have  long  striven  to  reintrodnee  what  they  call  the  plain  lan- 
guage, or  the  employment  of  the  singular  thauj  and  the  corre- 
sponding verbal  inflection,  in  place  of  the  plural  you^  in  address- 
ing a  single  person.  It  is  not  strange  that  a  phraseology,  which 
was  adopted  as  the  badge  of  a  sect,  should  have  failed  to  secure 
general  acceptance,  but  the  entire  want  of  success  in  the  attempt 
to  establish  it  even  among  the  Friends  themselves,  is  a  strong  evi- 
dence of  the  rooted  aversion  of  the  Anglican  people  and  speech 
to  much  variety  of  inflection.  In  the  first  fervor  of  religious 
party  zeal,  doubtless,  educated  Friends  spoke  more  grammatically, 
but  the  second  person  of  the  verb  does  not  appear  ever  to  have 
been  generally  employed  by  their  followers ;  and  even  the  nomi- 
native of  the  pronoun  of  the  second  person  was  soon  discarded,  so 
that  wiU  ikee^  has  ihee^  does  ihee^  were  substituted  for  wUt  thouy 
Tiast  ihou^  dost  thou. 

That  we  shall  recover  many  lost  Saxon  words  there  can  be  no 
doubt,  and  poetry  will  yet  reanimate  obsolete  forms  specially 
adapted  to  metrical  convenience.  New  regular  inflections,*  how- 
ever, are  not  to  be  expected,  perhaps  not  even  desired ;  and  some 
grammarians  even  consider  it  probable  that  formal  distinctions  of 
case,  number,  and  person  wiU  be  rejected  altogether,  and  all 
grammatical  relations  determined  by  auxiliaries,  prepositions,  or 
other  particles.  That  such  has  been  the  general  tendency  of 
English  since  the  birth  of  its  literature  is  quite  certain,  and  the 

that  hunt  is  derived  from  hound,  which  in  Saxon  was  spelt  not  with  au,  but 
simply  u.  In  that  case,  to  hunt  would  be  to  chase  with  hounds,  or  dogs,  or,  as 
we  sometimes  now  say,  to  hound  or  to  dog.  At  the  period  when  there  was  a 
tendency  to  resolve  compounds,  this  very  obvious,  and,  as  I  much  incline  to 
believe,  true  etymology,  struck  the  rude  philologists  of  the  time,  and,  accord- 
ingly! ^e  find  huntsman  written  in  early  English  houndsman,  sometimes  as 
one  word,  but  not  unfrequently  as  two,  hounds  man.  Bee  the  History  of 
Helyas,  Thom's  Early  Prose  Romances,  lU.,  55,  65. 

*  Among  the  possible  improvements  in  language,  we  may  suggest  the  de- 
sirableness of  a  form  of  comparison  of  diminution  in  degree.  In  the  case  of 
adjectives  of  really  absolute  character  (as  far  as  there  are  any  such)  there  often 
exists  an  opposite  or  negatite  which  answers  the  purpose  of  a  special  inflection. 
Thus  to  long,  longer,  longest,  correspond  short,  shorter,  shortest;  but  why 
should  not  this  relation  be  expressed  by  inflections  from  the  same  root,  signi- 
fying not  long,  less  long,  least  long  t 
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fact  is  too  familiar  to  need  to  be  establiBhed  bj  proof,  bnt  one  or 
two  examples  may  be  worth  citing.  The  nse  of  the  posseasiTa 
pronouns,  and  of  the  inflected  possessiye  case  of  nouns  and  pro- 
nouns, was,  until  a  comparatively  recent  period,  very  much  mare 
extensive  than  at  present,  and  they  were  employed  in  many 
cases  where  the  preposition  with  the  objective  now  takes  their 
place.  In  modem  English,  the  inflected  possessive  of  nouns  ex- 
presses ahnost  exclusively  the  notion  of  property  or  appurtenance. 
Hence,  we  say  a  mcm^s  hcUy  or  a  man^s  hcmd^  but  the  deseripiian 
of  a  mofiy  not  a  ma/ri9  description.  And,  of  course,  we  gener- 
ally limit  the  application  of  this  form  to  words  which  indicate 
objects  capable  of  possessing  or  enjoying  the  right  of  property ; 
in  a  word,  to  persons,  or  at  least  animated  and  conscious  creatures, 
and  we  accordingly  speak  of  a  wama/n?e  bonnet,  but  not  of  a 
houses  roof.  In  short,  we  now  distinguish  between  the  possesB- 
ive  and  the  genitive.  This  we  must  allow  is  a  weU-founded  dis- 
tinction, but  it  is  of  recent  introduction ;  and  indeed  some  mod- 
ern writers  are  inclined  to  discard  it,  but  thus  far  with  few  imi- 
tators. Clifford,  who  had  been  a  follower  of  "Wycliffe,  and  re- 
canted, expresses  his  repentance  in  his  will  before  referred  to,  by 
styling  himself  '^unworthie  and  Goddis  traytor.^^  So  in  the 
Paston  Letters,  written  in  the  fifteenth  century,  we  find  "  the 
King^8  rebels^  the  King^a  i/ra/iUyrs^^  for  rebels  agamst  the  king^ 
traitors  to  the  king,  and  in  Froissart,  "  hi%  rd>eU?^  These  ex- 
pressions strike  us  oddly,  but  in  reality  they  are  not  a  whit  more 
incongruous  than  the  phrases,  ike  hinges  enemieSy  our  enemies^ 
which  have,  singularly  enough,  remained  current  in  English,  and 
indeed  in  most  European  languages,  but  which  will  perhaps  be- 
come as  obsolete  as  the  king's  traitors.  We  may  consistently  say 
the  king's  friends  J  because  we  feel  that  men  have  certain  rights, 
or  at  least  interests,  in  their  friends  and  in  the  sentiments  which 
constitute  friendship,  but  the  hm^s  enemies  is  no  way  gram- 
matically distinguishable  from  the  king's  rebels.  Few  instances 
now  remain  of  this  repugnant  use  of  the  possessive,  but  its  lim- 
itation to  persons  did  not  originate  till  long  after  the  date  of  the 
authorities  I  have  cited.  Lodge,  who  translated  the  works  of  L. 
Annseus  Seneca,  near  the  beginning  of  the  seventeenth  century, 
says,  in  the  preface  to  the  second  edition  of  that  work  :  ^'Bead- 
er,  I  here  once  more  present  thee  Senecaea  translation."     In  this 
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case  Seneca  is  to  be  considered  the  name,  not  of  a  person,  but  of 
bis  works  oollectively.  This  constmction  is  £reqnent  in  Shake 
speare,  and  Fuller  in  the  Infant's  Advocate  printed  in  1653,  has 
this  passage :  ^^  If  we  cannot  perceive  the  manner  of  mia  poison^ 
no  wonder  if  we  cannot  conceiye  the  method  of  grdces  omMdotey 
in  Infants  sonls.''    Similar  examples  might  be  multiplied  ad  imr 

In  like  manner,  what  is  now  a  possessiye  prononn  was  an- 
dentlj  but  improperly  used  also  as  a  genitive  of  the  personal 
pronoun.  In  the  Wyclifflte  version  of  GenesiB  ix.  2,  we  read  : 
"  And  y(ywr6  f  eer  and  yov/re  tremblyng  be  upon  aUe  the  beestis 
of  erthe,"  where  the  modem  version  rightly  has,  "  and  the  fear 
of  you  and  the  dread  cfyouP  The  possessives  of  the  third  per- 
son hi%  and  thei/r  were  employed  in  this  way  much  later  than 
those  of  the  first  and  second  person,  and  even  in  recent  times 
many  instances  can  be  found  where  these  pronouns  take  a  rela- 
tive after  them,  as  "  ikei/r  life  who  violate  the  principles  of  mo- 
rality," for  "  the  life  of  those  who/'f 

*  Notwithstanding  this  free  use  of  the  inflected  poflseasiye  by  old  writers, 
we  sometimes  meet  in  them  a  long  succession  of  the  prepositional  constrao- 
tion,  as  in  this  passage  from  the  life  of  Beza  in  Abel  Redivivus,  p.  471 :  "  for 
he  not  onely  entred  into  a  consideration  <7f  the  tmth  of  the  doctrines  cf  the 
Church  <>f  Rome,"  &o, 

f  In  Anglo-Saxon,  the  possessive  pronoun  singular  of  the  first  person  was 
min,  of  the  second  ]^in.  The  genitive  plural  of  the  personal  pronoun  was 
dre  in  the  first  person,  eower  in  the  second,  hira,  hiora,  or  heora, 
in  the  third.  The  possessive  pronouns  plural  of  the  first  and  second  persons 
were  formed  by  treating  the  genitive  plural  of  the  personal  pronouns  as  a 
nominative,  and  declining  it  like  an  adjective  pronoun.  For  the  third  person, 
there  was  no  ];>ossessive  pronoun  in  either  the  singular  or  plural,  but  the  geni- 
tives, h  i  s  in  the  mascuUne  and  neuter  singular,  h  i  r  e  in  the  feminine  singu- 
lar, and  hira,  hiora  or  heora  for  all  genders  in  the  plural,  were  used  in- 
stead of  possessive  pronouns.  The  similarity  of  form  between  the  genitive 
plural  of  the  first  and  second  persons  and  the  plural  possessive  pronoun  for 
those  persons,  naturally  led  to  grammatical  and  logical  confusion  in  the  use 
of  both,  and  the  expressions  I  have  quoted  from  the  Wyclifflte  versions,  "  your 
fear,"  &c.,  were  as  improper  at  that  time,  as  they  would  be  now,  for  the  log- 
ical distinction  between  the  two  pronominal  forms  was  at  no  period  of  the  lan- 
guage quite  lost  sight  of,  though  it  was  not  always  strictly  observed. 

In  the  transition  from  Anglo-Saxon  to  English,  the  genitive  plural  of  the 
personal  pronoun  wis  dropped,  and  the  objective,  with  a  preposition,  substi- 
tuted for  it  This  change  was  made  before  the  time  of  Wycliffe,  and  the  uso 
of  the  pooseonive  pronoun.  Instead  of  the  genitive  of  the  i)er8onal  pronoun. 


840  ENGLISH  POSSESSIVE.  [Lect.  xvm. 

At  present,  the  use  of  wJiose,  the  possessive  of  whoj  is  pretty 
generally  confined  to  persons,  or  things  personified,  and  we  should 
scruple  to  say,  "  I  passed  a  house  whose  windows  were  open." 
This  is  a  modem,  and  indeed  by  no  means  yet  fully  established, 
distinction.      In  Anglo-Saxon,  the  form   hwsBS,  whence  our 


was  a  violation  of  the  idiom  of  the  language.  This  is  shown  abundantly  by 
the  authority  of  the  Wyclifflte  translators  themselves,  for  they  very  generally 
make  the  distinction,  as,  for  example,  in  Joshua  vii.  18,  where  we  read, 
"  cursyinge  is  in  the  midel  cf  thee"  in  the  older  text,  and  "  in  the  myddis  cf 
thee,**  in  the  later,  and  in  Ezekiel  xxxvL  28,  where  one  text  has  "  in  the  myd- 
dil  of  them"  the  other  "  in  the  myddis  of  them";  and  so  in  many  other  pas- 
sages, where  these  old  translations  agree  with  the  authorized  version*  The 
vulgarism  "  in  our  midst,"  "  in  your  midst,"  "  in  their  midst,"  now  unhappfly 
very  common,  grows  out  of  this  confusion.  The  possessive  pronoun  cannot 
be  properly  applied,  except  as  indicative  of  possession  or  appurtenance.  The 
"  midst "  of  a  company  or  community  of  persons  is  not  a  thing  belonging  or 
appurtenant  to  the  company,  or  to  the  individuals  composing  it.  It  is  a  mere 
term  of  rekUion,  of  an  adverbial,  not  a  substantive,  character,  and  is  an  inten- 
sified form  of  expression  for  among.  The  phrase  in  question,  therefore,  is  a 
gross  solecism,  and  unsupported  by  the  authority  of  pure  idiomatic  English 
writers.  Shakespeare,  2  Pt.  Henry  YI.  iv.  8,  has  "  through  the  very  midst  of 
you  ";  and  this  is  the  constant  form  in  the  authorized  translation  of  the  Bible. 
In  Leviticus  xxvL  11,  the  Anglo-Saxon  is  to  middes  eowre  (eower),  to- 
mid  d  e  s  being  a  preposition  governing  the  personal  pronoun  eowre.  The 
English  translations  all  give  ''  among  you."  In  John  L  26,  where  the  Greek 
text  is /<i(Toc  (5^  v/icjv,  the  Anglo-Saxon  is  to-middes  eow;  the  later  Wyo- 
liflate  version,  "  in  the  myddil  of  you '';  the  older,  **  the  myddil  man  of  you." 

In  the  passages  where  the  later  translations  use  among  us,  you,  them,  whom, 
the  Wyclifflte  versions  almost  uniformly  employ,  "  in  the  myddU  or  myddis"; 
and,  of  course,  the  exemplifications  of  this  form  are  extremely  numerous  in 
those  versions.  In  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  certainly,  the  construction  is,  "  in 
the  myddil  of  us,  you,  them,  or  whom  ";  but  there  are  a  few  instances,  as,  for 
example,  in  Exodus  xxxiv.  10,  Numbers  xiv.  18,  where  "  from  or  in  toho$ 
myddil  or  myddis"  is  used  in  both  texts ;  and  in  the  older  translation  of 
Jerome's  Prologue  to  Romans,  we  find,  "for  myche  merciful  is  €k)d,  the 
whiche  wolde  bringe  you  to  ours  followinge."  Our  is  sometimes  used  in  the 
same  way  elsewhere  in  Old-English,  as  in  1  Cor.  i.  8,  Wye  Vers.,  older  text : 
"  alle  that  inclepyn  the  name  of  cure  Lord  Jhesu  Crist  in  ech  place  of  hem 
and  oure";  later  text,  *'  ech  place  of  hem  and  of  oure  ";  where,  in  the  older 
text,  our  is  a  genitive  plural.  So  in  the  much  earlier  Legend  of  St.  Brandan, 
Perc.  Soc,  p.  5,  your  is  made  a  genitive  plural ;  "  ac  youre  an  schal  atta  ende," 
and  one  of  you  shall  at  the  end,  &c. 

With  respect  to  these  last  examples,  as  I  remarked  above,  the  employment 
of  owr  and  your  in  this  construction  was  contrary  to  both  principle  and  usage 
tn  the  English  of  that  period.    The  use  of  wlkose,  or  even  of  their,  in  such 
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whme^  was  the  genitive  of  all  the  genders  of  the  pronoun  h  w  a , 
and  whose  was  uniyersally  employed  as  a  neuter  by  the  best  Eng- 
lish writers  until  a  recent  period,  as,  in  certain  combinations,  it 
still  is  by  very  good  authorities.  The  origin  of  this  distinction 
is  to  be  found  in  a  fact  to  which  I  have  before  alluded,  namely, 
the  change  in  the  office  of  genders  in  grammar.  In  Anglo-Saxon, 
grammatical  gender  was  independent  of  sex.  So  long  as  the  maj»- 
culine,  feminine,  and  neuter  were  indiscriminately  applied  to  ob- 
jects incapable  of  the  distinction  of  sex,  there  was  no  very  strong 
sense  of  a  want  of  one  possessive  form  for  masculine  and  femi- 
nine, or  in  other  words,  personal  objects,  and  another  for  neuter, 
or  inamniate,  impersoThol  things ;  but  as  this  distinction  became 
better  and  better  established,  and  who  was  appropriated  toper- 
sonSj  which  to  thingSy*  the  use  of  one  possessive  form  for  both 
was  more  and  more  felt  to  be  inconsistent,  and  the  employment 
of  the  possessive  of  both  nouns  and  pronouns  was  regulated  ac- 
cordingly. 

The  necessity  of  a  double  form  for  the  more  precise  expression 
of  ideas  which  have  become  distinct,  has  led  to  the  development 
of  one  of  the  few  new  inflections  which  modem  English  has 
evolved.  In  Anglo-Saxon,  the  personal  pronoun  represented  in 
English  by  he^  she,  U,  made  the  genitive  or  possessive  his  for  the 

phrases,  would  not  have  been  so  objectionable,  (though  I  have  not  found 
iheir  80  employed  hi  Wyclifle,)  because  there  was  no  possessive  pronoun  for 
the  relaHve,  as  we  have  seen  there  was  not  for  the  personal  of  the  third  person 
in  Anglo-Saxon.  In  that  language,  h  w  8B  s ,  the  genitive  or  possessive  eate  at 
the  relative,  or  rather,  interrogative,  hw&,  hwsBt,  was  used  instead  of  a 
possessive  pronoun  for  aU  genders  and  numbers.  Where,  therefore,  the  An- 
glo-Saxon did  not  distinguish  the  possessive  case  and  the  possessive  pronoun, 
it  was  not  strange  that  early  English  should  confound  them.  At  present, 
however,  the  distinction  1b  established,  and  it  is  a  corruption  of  speech  to  dis- 
regard  it. 

Milton's  "  my  midst  of  sorrow,*'  Samson  Agonistes,  1889,  is  a  poetical  trans- 
position for '  the  midst  of  my  sorrow,'  and  has  no  bearing  on  the  present 
question. 

*  The  Anglo-Saxon  relative  and  interrogative  was  hwi,  masc  and  fem., 
and  h  w  ffi  t ,  neut.  It  is  true,  h  w  &  was  generally  employed  in  reference  to 
persons,  but,  at  least  in  interrogations,  h  w  8B  t  was  very  often  used  in  the  same 
way,  as  HwsBt  is  fi'es  Mannes  Sunu:     TFA^  is  this  Son  of  Man? 

Who,  as  a  relative,  is  a  new  grammatical  form,  not  taken  from  either  Anglo- 
Saxon  or  French. 
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masculme  and  neuter  gender,  her  (hire)  for  the  feminine,  and 
80  long  as  grammatical  gender  had  not  an  invariable  relation  to 
sex,  the  employment  of  a  common  form  for  the  maacnline  and 
neuter  excited  no  feeling  of  incongruity.  The  change  in  the 
grammatical  significance  of  gender  suggested  the  same  embar- 
rassment with  relation  to  the  universal  application  of  his  as  of 
whossy  and  when  this  was  brought  into  distinct  consciousness,  a 
remedy  was  provided.  At  first,  it  was  used  as  a  possessive,  with- 
out inflection  or  a  preposition,  and  several  instances  of  this  occur 
in  Shakespeare,  as  also  in  Leviticus  xxv.  5,  of  the  Bible  of  1611 : 
"  That  which  groweth  of  it  own  accord."  *  Ita^  although  to  be 
found  in  printed  books  of  a  somewhat  earlier  date,  is  not  onoe 
used  in  that  edition,  his  being,  in  all  cases  except  the  one  just 
cited,  employed  instead.  The  precise  date  and  occasion  of  the 
first  introduction  of  ^fo  is  not  ascertained,  but  it  could  not  have 
been  far  from  the  year  1600.  In  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles  we 
stiU  read  in  the  standard  editions  of  onr  own  day:  "The  iron 

*  The  UBe  of  an  uninflected  form  as  a  poeseasiye,  without  the  preposition  of, 
was  by  no  means  confined  to  the  prononn  U,  In  Robert  of  Gloucester,  98,  we 
have 

Conan  ^e  ^piene  eosyn,  he  depude  out  ]^o  stille, 
and  again 

]^e  ich  be  kyng  of  Breteyne,  ^at  was  }>in  tnd$  land. 

The  first  yene  of  Robert  de  Brunne's  yersion  of  Langtoft  runs  thus : 

In  Saint  Bede  bokei  writen  er  stories  olde ; 
and  on  page  18 : 

In  Oharlemagn  eaurte,  sire  of  Saint  Dinys. 

In  the  older  "Wycliflate  version  of  Genesis  xxix.  10,  we  find:  "Whom 
whanne  Jacob  hadde  seen,  and  wiste  hir  his  unkU  cUncgTUer";  and  zzz.  86 : 
"and  putte  a  space  of  thre  dales  weye  bitwix  hem  and  his  dawghtir  husboond." 
These  latter  cases  might,  it  is  true,  be  considered  compounds,  like  the  Danish 
Farbror,  Morbror,  (Fader-Broder,  Moder-Broder,)  but  this 
explanation  will  not  apply  to  the  earlier  examples  I  haye  given,  or  to  numer- 
ous instances  of  a  later  date.  Thus  in  the  Paston  Letters,  I.  6 :  "  for  his  sou- 
*eyn  lady  sake";  I.  118:  "on  Seint  Simon  day  snd  Jude";  I.  122:  "such  as 
most  have  intrest  in  the  Lord  WyUughby  Ooodes  ";  II.  298 :  "  my  brother  lUntf 
a§erU," 

In  the  Fardle  of  Facions,  1655,  p.  821,  reprint  of  1812,  we  have :  "a  cer- 
taine  sede  which  groweth  there  of  ths  owne  accorde  ";  and  in  Holland's  Pliny, 
L  24^  "  hauing  fire  of  the  owne  before.''  These  forms  are  by  no  means  on? 
common. 
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gate  opened  of  Ma  own  accord.^  I  beUeve  the  earliest  instancefl 
of  the  use  of  the  neuter  poflseesive  yet  obeeryed  are  in  Shake- 
speare, and  other  dramatists  of  that  age.  Most  English  writers 
continued  for  some  time  longer  to  employ  his  indiscriminately 
with  reference  to  rruUe  persons  or  creatures^  and  to  inanimate  im- 
personal things.  For  a  considerable  period  about  the  beginning 
of  the  seventeenth  century,  there  was  evidently  a  sense  of  incon- 
gruity in  the  application  of  his  to  objects  incapable  of  the  disthny 
tion  of  sex,  and  at  the  same  time  a  reluctance  to  sanction  the  in- 
troducticm  of  the  new  form  its  as  a  substitute.  Accordingly,  for 
the  first  half  of  that  century,  many  of  the  best  writers  reject  tiiem 
both,  and  I  think  En^ish  folios  can  be  found,  which  do  not  con- 
tain a  single  example  of  either.  OfU^  thereof y  and  longer  cir- 
cumlocutions were  preferred,  or  the  very  idea  of  the  possessive 
relation  was  avoided  altogether.  Although  Sir  Thomas  Srowne, 
writing  about  1660,  sometimes  has  Us  five  or  six  times  on  one 
page,  yet  few  authors  of  an  earlier  date  freely  use  this  possessive, 
and  I  do  not  remember  meeting  it  very  frequentiy  in  any  writer 
older  than  T.  Heywood.  Ben  Jonson  sometimes  employs  its  in 
his  works,  but  does  not  recognize  it  in  his  Grammar.  It  occurs 
rarely  in  Milton's  prose,  and  not  above  three  or  four  times  in  his 
poetry.  Walton  commonly  employs  hie  instead.  Fuller  has  iU 
in  some  of  his  works,  in  others  he  rejects  it,  and  in  the  Pisgah 
Sight  of  Palestine,  printed  in  1650,  both  forms  are  sometimes 
applied  to  a  neuter  noun  in  the  course  of  a  single  sentence.*  Sir 
Thomas  Browne,  on  the  other  hand,  rarely,  if  ever,  employs  his 
as  a  neuter,  and  I  think  that  after  the  Restoration  in  1660, 
scarcely  any  instances  occur  of  the  use  of  the  old  possessive  for 
the  newly-formed  inflection.  It  is  somewhat  singular  that  the 
neuter  possessive  did  not  appear  till  long  after  the  grammatical 
change  with  respect  to  gender  had  taken  place  in  literature,  but 
the  explanation  is  to  be  found  partiy  in  a  repugnance  to  the  in- 
troduction of  new  inflections,  and  partly  in  the  fact  that  the  old 
application  of  genders  was  kept  up  in  the  spoken  language  long 

*  "  Many  mfles  hence,  this  riyer  solitarily  runs  on  as  sensible  of  its  sad  fate 
suddenly  to  f aU  into  the  Dead  Sea,  at  Ashdoth-Pisgah,  where  all  hU  comfort 
Is  to  have  the  company  of  two  other  brooks."   Book  II.,  58. 

"Whether  from  the  violence  of  the  wind  then  blowing  on  iU  stream,  and 
angring  it  beyond  hU  banks."    Book  II.,  59. 
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after  it  had  become  extinct  in  the  written.  Indeed,  thej  are  still 
applied  to  inanimate  objects,  in  the  same  confused  way,  in  some 
English  provincial  dialects ;  and,  even  apart  from  the  poetical  yo- 
cabulary,  traces  of  the  same  practice  exist  among  ns  to  this  day. 
The  indiscriminate  attribution  of  the  three  genders,  as  in  Anglo- 
Saxon  and  German,  or  of  the  masculine  and  feminine,  as  in 
French  and  Italian,  to  inanimate  objects,  is  philosophically  a 
blemish,  and  practically  a  serious  inconvenience,  in  those  lan- 
guages, and  it  is  a  great  improvement  in  English  that  it  has  sim- 
plified its  grammar,  by  rejecting  so  superfluous,  unmeaning,  and 
embarrassing  a  subtlety. 

A  singular  obsolete  corruption  in  the  syntax  of  our  mother- 
tongue  was  revived  not  far  from  the  period  of  the  introduction 
of  itSf  and  it  has  been  usually  ascribed  to  a  passion  for  generaliz- 
ing the  laws  of  language  before  its  facts  were  well  ajsoertained. 
Two  centuries  since  it  was  common  to  write  Joh/n  his  sticky 
MoAry  her  hooh^  and  the  Uke.  Sen  Jonson  says,  that  ^^  nouns  in 
z^  8j  shj  g,  and  cA,  make,  in  the  possessive  singular,  isy  in  the 
plural,  e»,"  "which  distinction,"  continues  he,  "not  observed, 
brought  in  the  monstrous  syntax  of  the  pronoun  his  joining  with 
a  noun  betokening  a  possessor,  as  the  j>rmoe  hte  house J^  *  The 
practice  appears  to  have  been  founded  on  the  grammatical  theory 
that  «,  as  a  sign  of  the  possessive  case,  was  a  contraction  of  the 
possessive  pronoun  his.  Sut  it  is  argued  that  those  who  intro- 
duced the  iunovation  did  not  remember  that  s  was  the  sign  of 
the  possessive  in  feminine  as  well  as  in  masculine  nouns,  and  in 
the  ptaTnnmber  of  H.e  Wong  iBflection  «]«,,  in  neitl^er  of 


*  Harvey,  in  1580,  in  his  reply  to  Immerito  (Spenser),  speaking  of  English 
orthography  says :  "  But  see  what  absurdities  thys  yl  fauoured  Orthographye, 
or  rather  Pseudography,  hath  ingendered ;  and  howe  one  errour  still  breedeth 
and  begetteth  an  other.  Have  wee  not  Mooneth,  for  Moonthe :  sithence,  for 
since ;  whilest,  for  whilste ;  phantasie,  for  phansie  ;  euen  for  evn ;  diuel,  for 
divl ;  Ood  hys  wratTie,  for  Ghddes  mralh;  and  a  thousande  of  the  same  stampe, 
wherein  the  comipte  Orthography  in  the  moste  hath  beene  the  sole,  or  prin- 
cipall  cause  of  comipte  Prosody e  in  ouer  many."  Mulcaster,  in  1582,  re- 
marks on  this  form  :  *'  Neither  do  I  se  anie  cause  wher  to  use  Ma,  saving  after 
words  which  end  in  «,  as  '  Socrates  his  councell  was  this,  PloUoes  that,  and 
AristoUes  this.' " 

(Msar  his  occurs  in  the  Potychronicon,  p.  227.  God,  Mavry  is  Sonne,  ia 
Morte  Arthur,  (FumivcU,)  p.  157. 
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which  cases  could  it  have  been  originally  a  contraction  of  his 
They  should  have  farther  considered,  it  is  added,  that  npon  tliis 
theory,  the  8  final  of  the  possessiye  prononns  Tiers  and  {heirs 
mnst  in  like  manner  have  been  derived  from  his^  which  is  a 
manifest  absurdity,  and  that  the  s  in  his  itself,  which  is  evidently 
an  inflected  form  of  the  nominative  masculine  personal  pronoun 
A^,  could  not  be  thus  explained.  As  I  have  just  remarked,  his 
is  the  Anglo-Saxon  possessive  form  of  the  pronoun  for  both  the 
masculine  and  neuter  genders,  the  feminine  having  anciently  had 
the  form  hire,  nearly  corresponding  to  the  modem  h£r.  It 
should  be  added  that  the  s  final  is  the  earliest  known  sign  of 
the  possessive  or  genitive  case  in  most  of  the  languages  of  the 
Indo-European  stock,  and  it  may  fairly  be  insisted,  that,  for  the 
present,  this  may  be  received  as  an  ultimate  grammatical  fact, 
not  at  this  time  admitting  of  etymological  explanation.* 

There  is  a  striking  analogous  fact  in  the  modem  history  of  the 
Gothic  languages,  which  cannot  be  passed  over.  I  refer  to  the 
nearly  contemporaneous  introduction  of  a  precisely  similar  syn- 
tactical form  in  the  Swedish,  Danish,  and  G-erman,  all  of  which 
in  the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth  centuries  very  frequently  em- 
ployed the  possessive  pronoun,  in  the  masculine  and  feminine 
genders,  and  both  numbers,  as  the  sign  of  the  genitive  case  of 
the  noun.f  In  these  dialects,  there  is  the  same  discrepancy  be- 
tween the  primitive  form  and  the  modem  substitute,  and  even  a 
greater  difficulty  in  supposing  the  usual  genitive  sign  to  be  de- 
rived from  the  possessive  pronoun. ,  This  use  of  the  pronoun  is 
generally  if  not  always  confined  to  proper  names,  whereas  in 
English  it  was  applied  also  to  common  nouns,  and  in  the  former 
case  it  seems  to  have  originated  in  the  difficulty  of  declining 
foreign  names  with  the  native  inflection.  A  similar  device  was 
sometimes  resorted  to  in  the  Latin  of  that  day,  in  the  syntax  of 

*  See  last  Note  at  the  end  of  this  Lecture. 

f  In  (3ennan  we  find  the  following  forms :  In  dem  Wolf  seinem  Leibe, 
Grimm,  Kinder  und  Haus  Mdrchen,  ed.  1879,  p.  112.  Den  Swinegel  Sien 
Fru,  the  same,  pp.  647-8. 

I  would  also  refer  to  the  following  singular  construction  in  English,  "In 
men'a  and  toamen'a  nunds,**    Here  the  »  cannot  stand  for  his.    For  the  Scan- 
dinavian dialects,  see  examples  cited  by  Yarning,  Det  Jydake  FoUcaprog,  Part 
I.  if  856,  and  same  work.  Part  11.  H  69. 
16* 
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modem  proper  names,  and  I  think  it  probable  that  the  Gothic 
languages  borrowed  it  from  this  corrupt  Latin  form,  for  there  k 
little  reason  to  suppose  that  they  could  all  have  taken  it  from  the 
syntax  of  the  one  among  them  which  first  introduced  it. 

If,  however,  further  investigation  shall  show  that  it  spontane- 
ously originated  in  any  two  or  more  of  them,  the  fact  becomes 
very  important,  and  it  would  be  fair  to  regard  it  as  an  expres- 
sion of  the  linguistic  sense  of  the  Gk)thic  race  entitled  to  no 
little  weight  as  an  eyidence  that,  in  spite  of  the  difficulty  of 
reconciling  the  forms,  the  real  origm  of  the  Gk)thic  genitive  or 
possessive  inflection  is  to  be  found  in  a  coalescence  of  the  noun 
and  the  possessive  pronoun.* 

The  rejection  of  inflections,  and  especially  the  want  of  4  pas- 
sive voice,  have  compelled  the  use  of  some  very  complex  and 
awkward  expressions.  The  phrases  I  anm  tdd^  he  Kad  heerv  ffone 
half  an  hour,  strike  foreigners  as  particularly  monstrous.  Such 
combinations  as  ^^  A^  was  given  a  commission  in  a  new  r^ment " 
are  employed  by  some  of  the  best  writers  of  the  present  day,  as 
well  as  by  those  of  an  earlier  period.t    I  And,  in  a  late  discourse 

*  The  grammar  of  the  MGBso-Gothic  presents  a  case  of  resemblance  between 
the  genitive  of  the  personal  pronouns,  which  serves  as  a  possessive,  and  the 
genitive  or  possessive  case  of  certain  nouns  and  adjectives.  The  genitive 
singular  of  the  personal  pronoun  is  moM.  is, /9m.  izos,  neut.  is.  The  geni> 
tive  singular  of  a  numerous  class  of  masculine  nouns  ends  in  i  s ;  as  nam. 
wigSy^^n.  wigis.  The  same  case  of  many  feminines  ends  in  Jos  or  os; 
as  7u>m,  f>iudangardi,  gen,  f»iudangard]os.  Thus  far,  there  is  a 
certain  likeness  between  the  possessive  of  the  pronoun  and  the  possessive  end- 
ing of  the  noun,  but  the  coincidences  are  too  few  to  authcmze  the  suppositioa 
that  the  ending  in  question  was  formed  by  a  coalescence  of  the  noun  and  pro- 
noun, for  in  most  Mceso-Gothic  nouns,  the  possessive  form  admits  of  no  such 
explanation.  Between  the  genitive  of  the  adjective  and  the  pronoun,  the 
resemblance  is  much  stronger.  Take  the  indefinite  form  of  the  adjective  gods, 

good, 

Masc.  Fern.  Neat. 

Nom.  gods,  goda,  god,  godata. 

Gkn.  godis,  godaizos,  godis. 

80  superlative  batists,  best. 

Nom.  batists,  batista,  batist. 

Gkn.  batistis,  batistaizos,  batistis. 

t  Lord  Bemers,  in  his  translation  of  Froissart,  VoL  I.,  chap.  89,  says  :  **  I 
fMM  Bhewd  the  gleave."  Gibbon,  Vol.  I.,  chap.  VII.,  observes  of  MitTlmfa, 
*'  he  hobd  been  denial  admittance.'' 
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by  an  eminent  divine,  a  recommendation  to  literary  men  to  ac- 
quire some  manual  occupation  '^  which  may  hefaUen^ack  upon 
in  case  of  need";  and  Coleridge  speaks  of  an  impediment  to 
^^  men^a  tnirmng  ihevr  rmnds  inwoMrda  upon  themselves."  ^^  Such 
a  thing  has  ieen  gonMh^oughrvyUh^^^  ^Mt  ought  Uyhe-taJcen-^rvotice' 
qf^^  "it  ought  not  toie^t-aight-of^^  are  really  compound,  or 
rather  agglutinate  passives,  and  the  number  of  such  will  probably 
rather  increase  than  diminish.*  They  make  the  language  not 
less  intelligible,  but  less  artistic ;  less  poetical,  but  not  less  prac- 
tical, and  they  are  therefore  fully  in  accordance  with  those  unde- 
fined tendencies  which  constitute  the  present  drift  of  the  English 
language. 

*  Ruflkiii'B  boldnesB  as  a  writer  is  by  no  means  confined  to  the  expression  of 
critical  opinion,  and  he  does  not  hesitate  to  employ  familiar  combinations 
from  which  more  timid  authors  might  shrink.  Thus,  yoL  i.,  third  ed.,  p.  68  : 
**  Now  the  whole  determination  of  this  question  dependi  upon  whether  the  un- 
usual fact  be/'  &C.  Ibid.,  p.  121,  "  but  it  depends  upon  whether  the  energy  of 
the  mind  which  lecdyes  the  instraction  be  sulflcient/'  ate.  Ibid.,  890,  "a 
confusion  which  you  mi^ht  as  weU  hope  to  draw  sea-sand  particle  by  particle, 
as  to  imitate  leaf  for  leaf." 

NoTB  REFiSBBKD  TO  OK  P.  845. — ^Notwithstanding  these  arguments,  some 
able  philologists  are  of  opinion  that,  however  corresponding  forms  are  to  be 
explained  elsewhere,  »  as  the  sign  of  the  possessive  in  English  nouns  is  de- 
rived from,  and  truly  represents,  the  possessive  pronoun  hie,  and  hence  it  is 
important  to  examine  the  history  of  the  form  in  question,  though  this  cannot 
be  done  satisfactorily  without  recurring  to  manuscript  authorities  inaccessible 
to  the  American  scholar. 

The  e  or  *e  cannot  be  proved  to  represent,  or  stand  for  hie,  unless  it  can  be 
shown  that  Am  was  employed  as  the  sign  of  the  possessive  case  in  English  before 
the  use  of  the  ending  s  or  'e.  How  far  back  then  can  we  trace  the  employment 
of  hie  for  that  purpose  ? 

It  is  stated  by  Latham  that  the  expression  "for  Jeeue  Chriet  hie  eake,"  in  the 
Liturgy  of  the  English  Church,  is  "the  only  foundation  for  the  assertion" 
that  the  genitive  characteristic  « is  a  contraction  of  the  possessive  pronoun  hie. 
The  meaning  of  the  granmiarian  is  not  clear,  but  if  he  intends  to  say,  as  he 
seems  to  do,  that  this  form  of  the  possessive  is  not  older  than  that  liturgy,  he 
is  certainly  in  error,  although  indeed  the  revived  use  of  it  cannot  be  positively 
traced  to  a  much  earlier  period. 

There  is,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  evidence  of  the  employment  of  the  pos- 
seBsive  pronoun  as  a  possessive  sign  in  any  stage  of  classical  Anglo-Saxon.  A 
large  proportion  of  the  nouns  in  that  language,  composing  the  second  and  third 
declension  of  Rask,  the  first  of  Elipstein,  made  the  genitive  or  possessive  in  e  s , 
or  sometimes  as,  and  even  ys,  and  in  the  transition  to  English,  <  or  >  be- 
came the  general  possessive  form  for  nouns  of  all  the  declensions.    In  the  old 
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est  manuscript  of  Layamon,  the  last  important  Anglo-Saxon,  or  rather  Semi 
Saxon  work — a  manuscript  of  the  early  part  of  the  thirteenth  century,  and  proba 
bly  nearly  of  the  author's  time — there  are  two  examples  of  the  use  of  his  as 
the  sign  of  the  possessive  of  proper  names.  In  another  text,  written,  as  is  sup- 
posed, fifty  years  later,  his  is  generally  suhstituted  for  the  es  of  the  oldei 
manuscript,  and  is  used,  in  a  few  cases,  even  with  common  nouns ;  but  it  is 
remarkable,  that  in  the  two  instances  where  the  older  text  has  his,  (I.  pp.  175, 
279,)  the  corresponding  passages  in  the  later  have  the  regular  possessive  hi  e  s . 
In  the  Ormulum,  which  I  think  must  be  regarded  as  English  rather  than 
Semi-Saxon,  and  if  so,  then  the  earliest  specimen  of  English,  the  possessive  of 
nouns,  as  well  as  the  plural  number,  is  formed  by  the  addition  of  $,  (or  rather, 
in  accordance  with  the  peculiar  orthography  of  the  author,  of  two  «f,)  without 
the  apostrophe,  and  the  pronoim  never  supplies  its  place.  In  the  proclamation 
of  Henry  III.,  (1258,)  the  possessive  is  made  insoi  et.  In  Robert  of  Glouces- 
ter, at  least  in  Heame's  edition  of  1724,  the  possessive  is  almost  invariably 
formed  by  the  addition  of  's  or  e's  to  the  radical,  but  there  are  a  very  few  cases 
where  ys  is  used  as  the  possessive  sign,  and  printed  separately  from  the  noun. 
Thus,  at  page  64 : 

he  hauene  ^er  he  was  v  slawe,  af  tur  Raym  ys  name  y  wys, 
Hamptone  was  y  clepud,  as  he  yet  y  clepud  ys. 

The  pronoun  his  is  printed  in  this  edition,  indifferently,  Mi,  hys,  and  yi,  and 
therefore  in  the  example  I  have  cited,  ys  may  possibly  be  a  pronoun,  but  the 
mere  separation  of  this  syllable  from  the  root  in  the  manuscript  does  not  prove 
it  to  be  so,  for  the  participial  and  preterite  augment  y,  as  in  y  slawe,  y  tiepud 
in  the  above  couplet,  the  prefix  bi,  as  in  M  hei,  bi  Uue,  bi  eom,  bi  gan,  the  prefix 
a,  (Latin  ad,)  as  in  scerU  for  assent,  and  in  a  passage  from  a  different  manu- 
script, p.  611,  the  plural  sign  if  in  a  peny  is,  are  separated  from  the  root 

Besides  this  example  from  Robert  of  Gloucester,  I  find  in  that  writer  two 
other  instances  of  the  separation  of  the  syllable  ys  from  the  root  in  the  posses- 
sive  case : 

The  kyng  tok  Brut  ys  owne  body,  in  ostage  as  it  were, — ^p.  18. 
And  after  Brut  ys  owne  nome  he  clepede  it  Bretagne, — ^p.  23. 

There  are  many  similar  cases  in  the  Continuation  of  Robert  of  Gloucester 
printed  in  the  appendix  to  Heme's  edition,  and  written  apparently  about  the 
middle  of  the  fifteenth  century.  Thus :  "  Sir  John  is  tyme,"  p.  589 ;  "  In  the 
V.  Kyng  Henry  is  tjme"  p.  598  ;  **  through  Ood  is  grace,"  p.  595 ;  and  the  use 
of  the  pronoun  his  as  &  possessive  sign  is  frequent  in  Hardyng,  who  is  sup- 
posed to  have  finished  his  chronicle  al)out  1465,  though  he  most  usually  em- 
ploys the  regular  possessive  in  s.  Thus,  reprint  of  1812,  p.  156 :  "  In  the  year 
of  Christ  his  incamacion."  P.  226  :  "  and  putte  hym  whole  in  Ood  his  high 
mercye."  And  in  the  continuation  of  1548,  p.  486,  "EyngeJZmry  the  VI. 
hys  wife." 

In  Gower,  Conf.  Am.,  Paul!.,  iii.  856,  is  a  passage  where  his  may  be  a  pos- 
sessive sign : 

To  holde  love  his  covenaunt ; 

but  it  is  possible  that  love  may  here  be  used  as  a  dative,  to  hold  to  love  his 
covenant,  his  requirement  or  stipulation. 
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No  example  of  this  construction  has  been  observed  in  Piers  Ploughman, 
Chaucer,  or  the  Wycllffite  versions,  but  three  apparent  instances  occur  in  Tor- 
rente  of  Portugal,  at  verses  880,  1884,  and  1902 ;  the  davyUe  ys  hed.  But  it  be 
for  Jheau  is  sake,  and  fCor  Jethu  is  love.  These,  however,  are  inconclusive, 
for  the  same  reason  as  those  cited  from  Robert  of  Gloucester.  The  ending  in 
ps  is  often  f oimd  about  this  period,  in  pronouns  where  it  could  not  have  been 
derived  from  his  or  hys,  as  in  one  of  the  Paston  Letters,  (Vol.  I.,  46,)  writ- 
ten in  1470,  in  which  h&rs  is  spelt  hyrrys,  and  ours,  howrys,  and  the  plural  of 
nouns  very  often  takes  this  ending.  The  form  "  my  Lord  Bedford  ys  godes," 
in  the  Paston  Letters,  I.  122,  "  to  my  Maistr  ys  place,"  I.  198,  are  probably 
mere  orthographical  errors,  as  they  are  contrary  to  the  almost  uniform  usage 
in  that  collection. 

In  the  Morte  d' Arthur,  first  printed  in  1486,  tenth  book,  chapter  thirty-fifth, 
I  find  this  passage :  ' '  Beware,  Eynge  Marke,  and  come  not  nyghe  me,  for  wete 
thou  wel  that  I  saued  Alysander  his  lyf,*'  and  there  is  a  more  equivocal  instance 
in  the  seventh  chapter  of  the  fourth  book :  "  This  lord  of  this  castel  his  name 
is  Sir  Damas."  Li  general,  the  possessive  is  formed  in  this  work  as  in  modem 
times,  but  always  without  the  apostrophe. 

The  earliest  examples  I  have  met  with  of  the  free  and  constant  use  of  his  as 
a  possessive  sign  are  in  the  continuation  of  Fabyan's  Chronicle,  commencing 
with  the  reign  of  Henry  YIII.  and  printed  in  1542,  pp.  696,  699,  701,  702,  and 
elsewhere,  of  Ellis's  reprint,  but  it  is  remarkable  that  in  the  previous  parts  of 
that  Chronicle,  this  construction  does  not  occur. 

In  the  Conf utacyon  of  Tyndale's  Aunswere,  made  anno  1582,  by  Syr  Thomas 
More,  p.  848  of  the  edition  of  1557, 1  find  this  passage,  "  him  have  they  sette 
on  saynt  Mathie  hys  even  by  the  name  of  Saynt  Thomas  the  Martyr  ";  and  on 
p.  597,  "  for  conclusion  of  David  hys  dedes."  It  is  possible  that  the  form  of 
the  possessive  may,  in  these  instances,  have  been  changed  by  the  editor,  so  as 
to  accord  with  the  new  usage,  but  if  genuine,  they  date  further  back  than  the 
examples  from  Fabyan's  Chronicle. 

An  instance  of  the  use  of  the  plural  possessive  pronoun  as  the  sign  of  the 
possessive  case  of  a  noun  occurs  in  a  letter  written  in  1528,  and  printed  at  page 
44  of  the  Introduction  to  Bagster's  English  Hexapla :  "  I  did  promys  him  X  1. 
sterling  to  praie  for  my  father  &  mother  there  sowles,  and  al  cristen  sowles." 
So  in  ji  Bremate  Ibuehing  the  Order  and  Ghvemmente  of  a  NobUmaiCs  Bouse, 
1665,  published  by  the  Royal  Society  of  Antiquaries,  VoL  XIII.,  p.  880 :  "He 
is  to  see  into  the  baker  and  bruer  their  offices,"  &c. 

Fuller,  Worthies,  IL  827,  has :  "  Without  the  help  of  Ariadne  her  Clue  of 
silk,"  &c. 

These  examples,  indeed,  prove  nothing  directly  with  regard  to  the  origin  of 
the  possessive  sign  s,  but  these  instances  and  those  cited  from  Layamon,  the 
Morte  d' Arthur,  Fabyan,  and  More,  show  that  the  possessive  pronoun  was,  to 
some  extent,  regarded  as  the  grammatical  equivalent  of  the  i>ossessive  sign, 
before  the  date  of  the  English  Liturgy. 

Doubtless  the  number  of  such  examples  might  be  increased  by  further  re- 
search, but  they  are  too  few  and  too  much  at  variance  with  the  almost  tmi- 
versal  usage  of  the  language  before  the  sixteenth  century,  and  its  known  his- 
torical etymology,  to  serve  as  a  f oimdation  for  a  grammatical  theory.  If  they 
are  any  thing  more  than  accidental  departures  from  the  regular  form,  they,  at 
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most,  only  prove  that  particular  English  -writen  confounded  the  poosesBive 
pronoun  with  the  possessive  siffn.  Even  this  conclusion  is  rendered  less  probaMe 
by  the  fact  that  no  instance  of  the  corresponding  use  of  her,  or,  with  the  singit 
exception  which  I  have  dted  from  the  letter  of  1S28,  of  their,  is  known  to  occur 
until  about  1660.  Palsgraye  expressly  says  that  the  possessive  is  formed  by 
adding  8  (or  ^)  to  the  noun ;  and  he  does  not  himself  in  any  case  employ  the 
pronoim  for  this  purpose,  nor  does  Gil  in  his  Logonomia,  notice  any  but  tiM 
inflected  possessive.  The  apostrophe  before  the  •  in  Robert  of  Gloucester  wat 
probably  introduced  to  make  the  distinction  between  the  possessive  singulai 
and  the  plural  number,  a  device,  which,  when  the  new  plural  form  in  «  was 
hardly  yet  colloquially  established,  might  be  a  oonvenienoe,  if  not  a  neceesi^. 

Upon  the  whole,  then,  I  think  we  are  authorized  to  say  that  the  theory  whi^ 
makes  the  possessive  ngn  $  a  derivative  or  contraction  of  the  possessive  pro- 
noun his,  in  English  etymology,  is  without  historical  evidence  or  probable 
analogy  to  support  it. 

I  regret  that  I  have  been  unable  to  consult  two  articles  mentioned  by  Sir  F. 
Madden,  in  the  Gloesarial  Remarks  to  Layamon,  Vol.  m.,  p.  451,  one  in  thi 
Critical  Review  for  1777,  voL  XLIIL,  p.  10,  the  other  in  the  Cambridge  Pha 
Museum,  YoL  IL,  as  a  simple  reference  to  them  might  perhaps  have  saved  a 
discussion  which  the  statement  of  Tiatham  and  tlie  opinions  of  some  otiier 
grammarians  seemed  to  render  neoessaiy. 


LEOTUEE  XIX. 


THB  EVOUBH  LANGUAGB  A8  AFFBOTED  BT  THB  ABT  OF  FBINTIVO. 


Thb  material  conditions  to  which  the  art  of  book-making  in 
all  its  branches  is  subject,  have  not  only  been  powerfollj  instru- 
mental in  the  modification  of  single  words,  and  in  determining 
those  minor  questions  upon  which  the  ready  and  commodious  use 
of  a  written  or  printed  volume  depends,  but  they  have  exerted  an 
important  influence  upon  the  more  general  forms  of  literature, 
and  even  upon  the  character  and  tendency  of  mental  action.  Let 
me  illustrate  by  a  comparison  between  the  ancient  and  modem 
methods  of  recording  the  processes  and  results  of  human  thought. 
The  oldest  manuscripts  have  scarcely  a  single  point  of  resemblance 
to  modem  books.  The  Latin  word  vo lumen,  (whence  our 
voliime^)  derived  from  the  verb  v  o  1  v  o ,  /  turn  or  wK,  indicates 
the  most  usual  form  of  the  ancient  book.  It  was  a  long,  narrow 
roU  of  parchment  or  papyms  generally  divided  transversely  into 
pages  or  columns,  the  words  written  closely  together  without  any 
separation  by  spaces,  without  distinctive  forms  of  letteis,  capitals 
being  employed  for  all  pmroses  aUke,  without  marks  of  pmictu^ 
tion,  without  divisions  of  chapters,  paragraphs,  or  periods,  and 
frequently  made  still  more  illegible  by  complicated  and  obscure 
abbreviations  or  contractions  of  whole  syllables,  or  even  words,  into 
a  single  character.     The  modem  book^  is  an  assemblage  of  leaves, 

*  It  may  not  be  here  IrreleYant  to  make  a  remark  or  two  on  the  etymology  of 
the  Latin  and  ibgUsh  words  for  book,  Yolumen,  derived  as  I  have  Just 
said  from  vol  yo,  is  a  yoimger  and  less  common  Latin  name  for  book  than 
either  liber,  the  generic  term  for  all  books,  or  codex,  properly  the  spe- 
cific designation  of  manuscripts  composed  of  leayes  of  any  material,  while 
volumen  was  the  appellation  of  the  roll.  The  word  liber,  (whence  ovr 
library,)  originally  sigidfying  the  inner  bark  of  trees,  was  applied  to  books, 
because  bark  was  one  of  the  earliest  materials  on  which  the  Latin  people 

(851> 

WEBSTER  •  FREE  •  LIBRARY^ 

Foot  76th  Street,  ^,  ^. 


352  ANCIENT  BOOKS.  [Lect.  nx. 

of  convenient  form  and  dimensions,  securely  united  at  one  edge, 
with  pages  regularly  numbered,  impressed  with  characters  of  differ- 
ent but  fixed  forms,  according  to  their  several  uses,  words  separa- 
ted by  spaces,  members  of  the  periods,  and  the  periods  themselves 
distinguished  by  appropriate  points,  and  the  whole  cut  up  into 
paragraphs,  sections,  and  chapters,  according  to  the  natural  divi- 
sions of  the  subject,  or  the  convenience  of  the  writer,  printer,  or 
reader,  and,  finally,  abundantly  provided  with  explanatory  notes 
and  references,  and  ample  tables  of  contents  and  indexes.  Ancient 
manuscripts  were,  as  a  rule,  without  notes,  but  copyists  or  later 
possessors  sometimes  introduced  in  the  margin  explanatory  glosses. 
Conventional  signs  or  characters  were  also  sometimes  made  use  of 
by  way  of  notes. 

To  an  unpractised  eye,  however  familiar  with  the  individual 
characters,  an  ancient  manuscript  or  inscription  presents  but  a  con- 
fused and  indistinct  succession  of  letters,  and  no  little  practice  is 
required  to  enable  us  readily  to  group  these  letters  into  syllables, 
the  syllables  into  words,  and  to  combine  the  words  into  separate 
periods.  Indeed,  the  accidental  omission  of  a  space  in  printing 
between  two  successive  words  in  our  own  language  sometimes 

wrote.  Codex,  or  caudex,  whence  our  eode,  BUgmAea  the  trunk  or  stem 
of  a  tree.  Thin  tablets  of  wood,  split  from  the  stem  and  covered  with  a  layer 
of  wax,  at  a  very  early  period  supplied  the  place  of  the  more  modem  papy- 
rus, parchment  and  paper,  the  writing  being  inscribed  upon  the  wax  with  a 
hard  point  or  style. 

The  Gothic  tribes  also  used  slips  of  wood  for  the  same  purpose,  and  the 
wood  of  the  beech  being  found  best  adapted  for  writing-tablets,  its  primitiye 
name  (in  Anglo-Saxon,  boc,)  became  the  designation  of  the  most  important 
object  formed  from  it,  and  hence  our  English  book,  and  the  German  B u ch . 
According  to  Weigand  this  was  originally  Bttchslab,  because  the  Runic  signs 
used  for  lots  or  prophecies  were  carved  on  twigs  or  slips  of  nut-bearing  trees, 
and  especially  of  the  beech.  It  is  a  probable  suggestion,  that  the  form  now 
universally  adopted  for  the  book  owes  its  origin  to  the  employment  of  wood 
or  of  leaden  tablets  in  this  way.  Slips  of  wood  could  not  well  make  a  roll, 
and  if  connected  at  all,  they  would  naturally  be  gathered  like  leaves  of  modem 
paper.  The  Upsal  copy  of  the  Moeso-Gothic  translation  of  the  Gospels,  gen- 
erally known  as  the  Codex  Argenteus  —  believed  to  be  of  the  fifth,  or 
beginning  of  the  sixth  century,  and  one  of  the  oldest  parchments  existing — ia 
written  on  leaves  of  vellum  arranged  in  book-fashion,  as  are  also  most  of  the 
Greek  and  Latin  manuscripts  now  extant,  the  superior  convenience  of  that 
form  having  led  to  its  general  adoption  not  far  from  the  conmiencement  of  the 
Christian  era,  though  the  Herculanean  and  Egyptian  papyri  are  all  rolls. 


Lect.  zel]  fobms  of  books.  353 

fieriously  embarrasses  ns,  and  if  a  whole  sentence  were  thus  printed, 
we  should  find  it  almost  as  unintelligible  as  a  complicated  cipher.* 
An  ancient  scholar,  on  the  other  hand,  would  be  hardly  less 
puzzled,  were  he  to  be  asked  to  read  a  composition,  even  of  his 
own,  divided  and  arranged  according  to  the  rules  of  modem 
typography.  He  would  be  distracted  with  the  variety  of  charac- 
ters, capil^,  small  letters,  and  italics,  with  the  multiplicity  of 
marks  of  punctuation,  and  the  shattering  of  the  periods  into  frag- 
mentary  members ;  perplexed  with  the  often  illogical  divisions  of 
the  sentences  and  chapters,  and  embarrassed  by  the  constant  re- 
currence of  references  and  annotations,  all  which  would  seem  to 
him  to  serve  little  other  purpose  than  to  break  the  continuity  of 
argument  or  narration,  and  to  divert  the  attention  of  the  reader 
from  closely  following  the  thoughts  of  his  author.  We  may  find 
an  illustration  of  this  in  the  unhappy  dislocation  and  confusion  of 
the  Scripture  narratives,  by  the  division  into  chapter  and  verse^ 
80  injudiciously  made  at  an  early  period  and  unwisely  followed  in^ 
all  the  later  translations.  A  striking  instance  of  the  confusion 
caused  by  these  divisions  will  be  found  in  the  Book  of  Joshua,. 
Chaps.  V.  vi.  By  separating  these  chapters,  the  fact  that  the  1st 
verse  of  chap.  vi.  is  merely  parenthetical  is  not  noticed,  and,  con- 
sequently, the  identity  of  the  *  captain  of  the  Lord^s  host^  in 
verses  14  and  15  of  chap,  v.,  and  of  the  speaker  in  verse  2d  of 
chap,  vi.,  is  entirely  lost  sight  of.  The  Book  of  Isaiah  has  also 
suffered  greatly  in  its  prophetic  unity  from  these  purely  me- 
chanical divisions,  and  indeed  if  we  read  the  Gk)spels  as  they  were 
written,  each  as  a  continuous  whole,  we  gain  a  very  different  im- 
pression from  that  derived  from  perusing  them  as  we  habitually 

*  The  following  sentence  from  Fuller's  Worthies,  Vol.  I.,  p.  59,  will  serve  to 
show  the  difficulty  of  reading  an  unbroken  succession  of  words : 

iTWnJjPOBBiTHEBBSTCLEBKTOBBAD  YRATOSPBLLTHATDEBD  WHKBETy  SKJil  TMK  0 
lB8CLAUBE8WOBI)a/kinPIiBTTiniflAKWWlTHOXJTPOnrr60B8TOPaAl4lXX)J<TlJil  UKiyrOQ 


Even  now  advertisements  are  sometimes  thus  printed  to  attract  attention,  as 
for  example : 

LUXURIANTWHI8KERSMOHPTACHI08,«fcc.  —  ADyoungmenshouldae 
ndnameandaddresstoMr.  Latreille,  Lonimore-street,  Walworth,  andreceive 
froeofchargefullpaTticularsoftheonljpreparationwhichhasproveditselfaproduce 
rofwhiskersandmoustachiostogetherwithfivehundredtestimonialsfrompersonsw 
hohaveusedtheartiele. 
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do,  in  fragmentary  sections  and  periods.  In  fact,  tlie  restoration 
of  the  ancient  integrity  of  form,  is  almost  the  only  change  which 
most  scholars  would  willingly  see  made  in  our  English  New 
Testament. 

Manuscript,  indeed,  even  in  our  own  language,  can  never  he 
read  in  the  thoughtless,  half -mechanical  way,  in  which  we  flJntyi 
over  the  pages  of  a  modem  romance,  or  the  colunms  of  a  newi- 
paper,  for  the  finest,  dearest,  and  most  uniform  chirography  faOs 
short  of  the  regularity  and  easy  legibility  of  typography,  and  tihe 
highest  compliment  we  can  pay  a  hand-:vmting  is  to  say  that  ifc 
reads  like  print.* 

The  Oriental  nations,  whose  manuscripts  resemble  those  of  tlie 
ancients  in  wanting  capitals,  italics,  and  pxmctuation,  are  leisurely 
readers,  and  as  they  follow  the  writing  with  the  eye,  they  veiy 
frequently  articulate  the  words,  or  at  least  move  the  lips,  as  we 
are  apt  to  do  in  deciphering  a  difficult  chirography.  Indeed,  sndi 
is  the  difficulty  of  reading  manuscript  so  penned,  that  in  cans 
where  etiquette  or  other  reasons  require  a  written  instead  of  a 
verbal  message,  the  letter  is  sometimes  accompanied  by  a  reader 
to  explain  its  purport  to  the  recipient.  A  curious  passage  in  iht 
Confessions  of  St.  Augustine  seems  to  imply  that  the  ancients 
usually  articulated  the  words  in  their  private  reading ;  for  it  ii 
remarked  as  a  noteworthy  particular  in  the  habits  of  St.  Ambrose, 
that  he  read  by  the  eye  alone,  when  engaged  in  private  study .f 


*The  press  of  the  day  reports  that  the  Chancellor  Bismarck  refiued  to 
a  present  of  €krman  books  printed  in  Roman  letter,  alleging  that  they  w^ 
less  easily  read  than  the  monkish  character  commonly  employed  in  G^ennany. 
This  must  have  been  a  mere  concession  to  a  foolish  national  prejudice.  The 
individual  letters  of  the  character  commonly  used  in  Germany,  are  almost  as 
ill-discriminated  as  are  the  Armenian,  and  they  are  very  destructive  to  the  eye- 
sight. It  is  true  that  long  practice  enables  a  German  to  decipher  these  crooked 
and  confused  signs  more  readily  than  a  stranger  can  do,  but,  other  things  be- 
ing equal,  persons  alike  familiar  with  both  sets  of  characters,  can  read  books 
printed  in  the  common  Roman  alphabet  with  far  greater  facility  than  when  fla 
mediffival  representative  is  used.  In  scientific  treatises  the  GennaoB  themselTei 
are  fast  abandoning  this  imgraccful  type,  and  adopting  the  simpler  fuiiM 
generally  used  in  Europe. 

t  Do  we  ordinarily  think  by  audible  images  of  spoken  wards,  or  by  yriniM 
ones  of  their  written  representatives  ?  I  have  speculated  much  on  tbk  sal^ad; 
and  have  found  in  my  own  case  that  the  answer  must  depend  on  my  iifiinnnal 
habits  at  the  time.    When  I  read  many  hours  a  day,  I  find  HmX  my  *fc*»"gfci^ 
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"When  Ambrose  was  reading,"  says  Angustine,  "his  eye 
pajssed  over  the  page,  and  his  mind  searched  out  the  sense  of  his 
author,  but  his  organs  of  speech  were  silent.  We  often  saw  him 
studying  in  this  inaudible  way,  and  never  otherwise,  and  we  sup- 
posed that  he  feared,  that  if  he  read  aloud,  he  should  be  inter- 
rupted by  those  who  heard  him  with  questions  about  the  mean- 
ing of  obscure  passages ;  or,  perhaps,  the  desire  of  sparing  his 
voice,  which  was  easily  fatigued,  was  a  still  better  reason  for  this 
silent  study."  * 

But  the  ancient  habits  of  thought  were  wholly  irreconcilable 
with  the  inconsecutive,  discontinuous  style  of  relation  or  discus- 
sion and  expression  so  prevalent  in  our  time.  Sententious,  in- 
deed, and  highly  elliptical  the  classical  writers  often  were,  but 
the  thoughts  were  nevertheless  consequent,  and  logically  con- 
nected, though  some  links  of  the  chain  might  be  left  to  the  read- 
er's sagacity  to  supply.  Besides  this,  the  fullness  of  the  ancient 
inflections  was  a  sure  guide  through  the  intricacies  of  the  most 
involved  period,  and  hence  the  Greeks  and  Bomans  did  not  re- 
quire those  multiplied  helps  to  easy  reading  which  shallow  think- 
ing demands,  and  the  habitual  use  of  which  so  weakens  the  intel- 
ligence, that  a  constant  craving  for  additional  facilities  is  felt,  and 
every  year  adds  some  new  device  for  relieving  the  brain,  at  the 
expense  of  the  eyesight,  in  the  mechanical  arrangement  of  re- 
corded words.  That  this  ocular  dissection,  this  material  anatomy 
of  language,  has  had  an  important  influence  on  onr  modem 
European  tongues,  and  on  the  current  of  the  thought  of  which 
those  languages  are  the  vehicles,  there  is  little  doubt.  It  is  true, 
that  in  the  decline  of  ancient  literature,  the  convenience  of  such 
devices,  superfluous  in  more  intellectual  ages,  began  to  be  felt, 
especially  in  the  reading  of  older  authors  whose  dialect  was  be- 

are  a  mental  reproduction  of  written  words ;  at  other  times  they  are  a  succes- 
sion of  imaginary  soimdB.  The  deaf  and  dumb  think  by  signs,  or  rather  by 
mental  images  of  signs,  and  I  have  been  told  by  a  distinguished  teacher  of 
these  unfortunates  that  he  himself  habitually  thought  in  the  sign  language, 
and  that  his  own  children  could  follow  his  thoughts,  when  he  was  in  a  '  brown 
study '  by  observing  his  incipient  but  imconscious  sign  movements — ^just  as  we 
xxf  ten  read  the  thoughts  of  thoee  around  us  in  the  unconscious  motions  of  their 
Jipe. 

♦Conf.  Lib.  vi.,  §8. 
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coming  more  or  less  obsolete.  The  inyention  of  many  of  them  ia 
due  to  the  Alexandrian  granmiarians,  a  school  of  critics  and  com- 
mentators who  occupied  themselves  much  with  the  elucidation  of 
the  earlier  Greek  writers,  and  who  are  said  to  have  introduced 
the  Greek  accents,  and  some  other  points,  to  facilitate  the  teach« 
ing  of  the  language  to  foreigners,  as  well  as  the  instruction  of  the 
young  in  reading.  Their  obvious  adaptation  to  this  purpose  nat- 
urally secured  them  a  ready  reception  in  primary  schools  and 
higher  seminaries ;  and  in  fact,  as  we  learn  from  Dionysius  of 
Halicamassus,  the  difficulty  of  learning  to  read  manuscript  was 
so  great,  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  pupil  to  receive  some  gramr 
matical  instruction  before  taking  reading  lessons,  obviously  to  en- 
able  him  the  more  readily  to  separate  an  xmbroken  period  into  its 
component  words.  "  We  begin,^'  says  Dionysius  (de  Admir.  vi 
die.  in  Demosthene,  62),  "  by  committing  to  memory  the  name$ 
of  the  elements  of  speech  called  letters."  *  "  After  learning  these 
names^  we  are  taught  Hie  forma  2Jid  poioers  of  the  single  letters, 
then  their  combination  into  syllables,  and  the  conditions  which 
affect  syllables.  Having  mastered  these  elements,  we  learn  the 
parts  of  speech,  such  as  nouns,  verbs,  conjunctions,  and  the  like ; 
and  when  we  are  able  to  distinguish  these,  then  we  begin  to  write 
and  to  read,  pronouncing  the  words  slowly  at  first,  and  syllable 

*AUienffiU8,  citing  Callias,  (X.,  79,  p.  458,)  informs  us  that  the  names  of 
the  letters,  and  even  the  spelling  of  syllables,  were  arranged  metrically,  doubt- 
less as  a  help  to  the  memory. 

See  Becker,  Charides,  11.,  88. 

Many  attempts  have  been  made  to  trace  or  to  divine  the  history  of  alphabets, 
but  in  general  with  very  doubtful  success,  and  whatever  the  origin  of  alpha- 
bets may  have  been,  they,  and  all  other  pictorial  representations  of  articulate 
sounds,  must  be  considered  as  now  purely  arbitrary.  The  Cherokee  Guest* s 
remarkable  alphabet  for  writing  his  native  tongue  was  composed  of  letters  and 
other  characters  which  he  found  in  American  books  and  newspapers ;  but  as 
he  had  never  learned  to  read,  the  values  that  he  assigned  to  those  characters 
had  no  relation  to  their  force  in  English.  His  alphabet  was  syllabic,  and  the 
structure  of  the  Cherokee  language  is  such  that  eighty-three  symbols  sufiBoed 
to  express  all  the  syllabic  combinations  of  elementary  soimds  in  that  speech. 
That  Guest,  in  selecting  particular  symbols  as  representative  of  special  sounds, 
was  guided  by  some  obscure  or  fancied  analogy  between  the  sign  and  the 
articulation,  cannot  be  doubted ;  but  as  the  detailed  history  of  the  inventioD 
perished  with  the  inventor,  we  cannot  now  trace  the  sucoesslYe  Btepa  of  the 
mental  processes  followed  by  him. 
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by  syllable,  until  rendered  familiar  by  practice."  The  introduo' 
tion  of  marks  of  pnnctoation  into  Latin  manuscript  was  specially 
favored  by  the  inflexible  character  of  the  Latin  language,  which 
inexorably  demands  a  periodic  structure,  and,  like  a  true  peda- 
gogue, pedantically  insists  that  the  reader  shall  parse  every  word, 
in  order  to  master  the  sentence.  Once  employed,  they  become 
indispensable.  Beginning  with  air-bladders,  we  never  learn  to 
swim  without  them.  Every  parenthesis  must  have  its  landmarks, 
every  turn  of  phrase  its  finger-post.  We  think  by  commas,  semi- 
colons, and  periods,  and  the  free  movements  of  a  Demosthenes 
or  a  Thucydides  are  as  unlike  the  measured,  balanced  tread  of  a 
modem  orator  or  historical  narrator,  as  is  the  flight  of  an  eagle  to 
the  lock-step  of  a  prison  convict,  or  to  the  march  of  a  well-drilled 
soldier,  who  can  plant  his  foot  only  at  the  tap  of  the  drum.*  We 
are  not  content  with  a  pxmctuation  which  marks  the  beginning 
and  end  of  a  period,  separates  its  members,  and  distinguishes 
parenthetical  qualifications.  We  require  that  it  shall  indicate  the 
rhetorical  character  of  the  sentence.  If  it  is  vocative,  ejaculatory, 
optative,  interjectional,  it  must  hoist  an  exclamation-point  as  a 
signal.  If  it  is  hypothetical  or  interrogative,  it  must  announce 
itseU  by  a  mark  of  interrogation ;  and  the  Spaniards  carry  the 
point  so  far  that,  in  their  typography,  these  signs  precede  as  well 
as  follow  the  sentence. 

There  is  a  necessity,  or  at  least  an  apology,  for  the  use  of  pxmc- 
tuation in  most  modem  languages,  English  especially,  but  which 
applies  with  less  force  to  Greek  and  Latin.f  I  refer  to  the  oth- 
erwise inevitable  obscurity  of  long  sentences,  in  languages  where 
the  relations  of  the  constituent  words  are  not  determined  by  in- 
flection but  almost  wholly  by  position.  The  use  of  commas, 
semicolons,  and  brackets,  supplies  the  place  of  inflections,  and  en- 
ables us  to  introduce,  without  danger  of  equivocation,  qualifica- 
tions, illustrations,  and  parenthetical  limitations,  which,  with  our 
English  syntax,  would  render  a  long  period  almost  unintelligible 

*  See  p.  70  ante,  note. 

f  Even  in  Latin  we  may  notice  that  the  meaning  is  sometimes  left  doubtful 
where  o\it  modem  device  of  Italicizing  would  have  made  it  perfectly  clear. 
Take  for  instance  the  following  extract  from  Julian,  Mitopogon :  *'  Ego  olim 
eram  in  hibemis  apud  caram  Lutetiam  [sic]  enim  Galli  Parisiorum  oppidimi 
appellant"    Is  it  ear  am  or  Lutetiam  that  is  to  be  emphasized  here  ? 
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unless  its  members  were  divided  by  marks  of  pmictoation.  With- 
out this  auxiliary,  we  should  be  obliged  to  make  our  written  style 
much  more  disjointed  than  it  now  is,  the  sentences  would  be  cut 
up  into  a  multitude  of  distinct  propositions^  and  the  leading 
thought  consequently  often  separated  from  its  incidents  and  its  ad- 
juncts. The  practice  of  thus  framing  our  written  style  cannot 
but  materially  influence  our  use  of  language  as  a  medium  of  un- 
spoken thought,  and,  of  course,  our  habits  of  intellectual  concep- 
tion and  ratiocination.  It  is  an  advantage  of  no  mean  importance 
to  be  able  to  grasp,  in  one  grammatical  expression,  a  general 
truth,  with  the  necessary  limitations,  qualifications^  and  conditions 
which  its  practical  application  requires  and  the  habitual  omission 
of  which  characterizes  the  shallow  thinker ;  and  hence  the  invo- 
lution and  concentration  of  thought  and  style,  which  punctuation 
facilitates,  are  valuable  as  antidotes  to  the  many  distracting  influ- 
ences of  modem  social  life.  On  the  other  hand,  the  principles  of 
punctuation  are  subtle,  and  an  exact  logical  training  is  requisite 
for  the  just  application  of  them.  A  perfect  punctuation  would 
represent  natural  pauses,  and  would  be  as  properly  a  part  of  or- 
thography as  are  letters  which  represent  sounds.  The  same  re- 
mark applies  to  accent.  Naturally,  then,  mistakes  in  the  use  of 
points,  as  of  all  the  elements  of  language  written  or  spoken,  are 
frequent,  so  much  so  in  fact,  that,  in  the  construction  of  private 
contracts  and  even  of  statutes,  judicial  tribunals  do  not  much  re- 
gard pimctuation,  and  some  eminent  jurists  have  thought  that 
legislative  enactments  and  public  docimients  should  be  without  it. 
As  a  guide  to  the  intonation  in  reading  aloud,  in  a  language  which 
has  so  few  grammatical  landmarks  as  English,  it  is  invaluable ;  for 
it  is  as  true  in  our  days  as  it  was  in  Chaucer's,  that — 

A  reader  that  pointeth  ill 

A  good  sentence  may  oft  spilL 

The  art  of  printing  has  its  special  conditions  and  limitations, 
which  have  affected  language  in  a  variety  of  ways.  Every  per- 
son who  writes  for  publication  finds  that  the  form  and  arrange- 
ment of  his  matter  must  often  be  controlled  by  what  are  called 
'printer's  reasons';  and  similar  considerations  of  mechanical  ne- 
cessity, convenience,  routine,  or  prejudice,  exert  a  still  more  im- 
portant influence  on  questions  of  punctuation,  orthography,  and 
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even  expreosioii.  The  matter  of  the  writer,  or  '  copy,'  as  it  is 
technically  called,  must  be  accommodated  to  the  space  to  be  filled, 
and  abridged  or  extended  accordingly.  If  yon  volunteer  to  en- 
lighten your  fellow-citizens  through  the  pages  of  a  Daily ^  you 
may  be  told  that  but  half  a  column  can  be  spared  for  your  article, 
and  you  must  consent  to  cut  down  your  lucubrations  to  that 
standard,  or  allow  them  to  be  printed  in  a  crowded  and  micro- 
scopic type.  If  you  are  a  regular  contributor  to  a  magazine  or  a 
newspaper,  you  may  be  called  upon  to  extemporize  twenty  lines 
of  smsll  pica,  or  to  decide  which  stanza  of  your  poem  shall  be 
omitted,  that  it  may  not  overrun  the  page ;  and  when  you  pub- 
lish a  book,  you  may  be  requested  to  confine  your  preliminary 
t6te-&-tdte  with  your  reader  to  the  exact  limits  of  the  printer's 
*  form.' 

In  the  early  history  of  printing,  books  sometimes  underwent 
strange  changes  from  analogous  causes.  Fonts  of  type  were  often 
so  small  that  a  large  volume  was  necessarily  distributed  among 
several  ofSces  to  be  printed.  It  would  in  this  case  be  impossible 
to  determine  precisely  how  many  printed  pages  a  given  quantity 
of  manuscript  would  fill,  and  of  course  the  printer  who  took  the 
latter  portion  of  the  copy,  must  labor  under  a  good  deal  of  un- 
certainty as  to  the  paging  and  signatures  of  his  sheets.  Hence, 
there  would  sometimes  occur  a  considerable  break  between  the 
last  page  of  the  first  part,  and  the  first  page  of  the  second,  and 
this  must  either  be  left  with  an  unseemly  and  suspicious  blank  or 
filled  up  with  new  or  extraneous  matter.  Thus,  in  John  Smith's 
Gtenerall  Historic  of  Virginia,  1624,  there  occurred  in  this  way  a 
hiatus  of  ten  pages,  and  the  author  partially  fills  it  with  compli- 
mentary verses  addressed  to  him  by  several  friends,  making  this 
apology  for  their  introduction : 

"  Now  seeing  there  is  this  much  Paper  here  to  spare,  that  you 
should  not  be  altogether  cloyed  with  Prose ;  such  Verses  as  my 
worthy  Friends  bestowed  upon  New  England,  I  here  present 
you,  because  with  honestie  I  can  neither  reject  nor  omit  their 
courtesies." 

In  like  manner  the  editor  of  Fuller's  Worthies,  published  in 
1662,  excuses  the  irregularity  of  the  paging  by  saying  that,  "  the 
discounting  of  Sheets  to  expedite  the  work  at  sevendl  Presses  hath 
occasioned  the  often  mistake  of  the  Folios ";  and  in  Abel  Red! 
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vivns,  1651,  an  erroneous  computation,  as  to  the  space  which 
manuscript  would  require,  compelled  the  leaving  of  ten  folios 
unpaged  between  page  440  and  page  441,  from  which  point  an- 
other press  had  undertaken  the  printing.  like  blanks  may  be 
observed  in  ancient  manuscripts,  and  they  often  seem  to  have 
been  filled  up  by  subsequent  possessors  with  wholly  irrelevant 
matter.* 

It  is,  however,  mainly  in  smaller  matters,  that  the  me- 
chanical influence  of  the  press  is  most  conspicuous,  if  not  most  im- 
portant Not  only  what  in  the  nomenclature  of  Uie  art  are  called 
^  forms ' — ^that  is,  the  number  of  pages  inclosed  in  a  single  frame 
and  printed  at  one  operation  on  one  piece  of  paper — but  the 
dimensions  of  the  page,  and,  in  printing  prose,  the  length  of  the 
lines  also,  are  inflexible,  and  our  equally  rigid  characters  cannot 
be  crowded,  superposed,  or  indefinitely  extended  by  lengthening 
their  horizontal  lines,t  as  they  are  in  Oriental  books,  to  fit  them  to 
the  breadth  of  the  page,  but  if  there  is  a  deficiency  or  an  excess 
of  matter,  something  must  be  added  or  omitted.  Modem  inge- 
nuity, it  is  true,  has  contrived  methods  of  accommodation,  or,  to 
use  a  word  characteristic  of  our  times,  of  compromise,  by  which 
appearances  may  often  be  saved  without  a  too  palpable  saCTifice  of 
the  author's,  or  rather  printer's,  principles  of  orthography  and 
punctuation.  But,  at  a  somewhat  earlier  stage  of  the  art,  the  con- 
venience of  the  compositor  overruled  all  things,  and  in  spite  of 
the  improvements  to  which  I  have  just  alluded,  there  are  few 
writers  who  do  not  even  now  sometimes  suffer  from  the  despotism 
of  that  redoubtable  oflSciaL 

At  the  period  when  our  language  was  in  a  more  flux  and  un- 
settled condition,  and  the  press  was  a  less  flexible  instrument,  if 
the  words  of  the  manuscript  did  not  correspond  exactly  to  the 
length  of  a  line,  and  the  difficulty  could  not  be  remedied  by  the 
insertion  or  omission  of  printer's  spaces,  without  leaving  staring 
blanks  or  a  crowded  condition  of  the  words  at  once  distasteful  to 
a  typographic  eye  and  perplexing  to  the  reader,  a  comma  might 
be  dropped  or  introduced,  a  capital  exchanged  for  a  small  letter, 

♦  See  Wattenbach,  Hand-Schriften-Kunde,  p.  254. 

f  In  the  MalmantUe  Bctcquiatato,  Florence,  1688,  and  in  the  curious  lying 
Life  of  the  Jesuit  Anchieta,  Home,  1788,  the  letters  a,  e,  and  n,  are  elongated 
by  a  horizontal  stroke  at  bottom  when  necessary  to  fill  a  space. 
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or  vice  versA.  So  if  the  author  used  a  word  the  spelling  of  which 
was  not  well  settled,  (and  all  modem  orthography  was  doubtful 
three  hundred  years  ago,)  a  letter  or  two  might  be  added  or  omit- 
ted, to  give  it  the  proper  length.  This  is  the  explanation  of  much 
of  the  irregular  orthography  which  occurs  in  the  older,  and  some- 
times in  more  recent,  editions  of  printed  books.  The  ingenuity 
of  more  modem  printers,  as  I  have  already  observed,  has  devised 
methods  of  removing  or  greatly  lessening  this  embarrassment^ 
chiefly  by  the  dexterous  use  of  spaces ;  and  the  convenience  of 
spelling  and  punctuating  according  to  a  uniform  standard  so 
greatly  overbalances  the  difficulty  of  acconmiodating  the  matter 
to  the  page,  that  authors  now  complain,  not  that  the  printer's  or- 
thography is  too  variable,  but  that  it  is  tyrannically  inflexible. 
Landor,  in  his  second  conversation  between  Johnson  and  Tooke, 
tells  us  that  Hume's  orthography  was  overruled  by  his  printers. 
He  wrote  the  preterites  and  past  participles  of  ike  weak  verbs 
with  a  t  final,  as  Milton  did,  as,  for  example,  lookt  for  lookedy 
but  in  his  printed  works,  the  compositor  and  publisher  would 
sufl^er  no  such  departure  from  the  established  laws  of  the  chapeL 
An  eminent  French  philological  writer,  when  accused  of  violat- 
ing his  own  principles  of  orthography  in  one  of  his  printed  essays, 
thus  replies :  ^^  It  was  not  I  that  printed  my  essay,  it  was  Mr. 
Didot  Now  Mr.  Didot,  I  confess  it  with  pain,  is  not  of  my  opin- 
ion with  regard  to  the  spelling  of  certain  plurals,  and  I  cannot 
oblige  him  to  print  against  his  conscience  and  his  habits.  You 
know  that  every  printing  office  has  its  rules,  its  fixed  system,  from 
which  it  will  not  consent  to  depart  For  example,  I  think  the 
present  fashion  of  punctuation  detestable,  because  the  points  are 
multiplied  to  ridiculous  excess.  Well,  I  attempt  to  prove  this  by 
precept  and  example,  and  the  very  printers  who  publish  my  argu- 
ment scatter  points  over  it,  as  if  they  were  shaken  out  of  a  pepper- 
box. It  is  their  way.  What  would  you  have  I  They  will  print  my 
theory  only  on  condition  that  I  will  submit  to  their  ^ac^ic^."  * 

The  early  printers  were  very  often  learned  men,  and  had  there- 
fore a  much  better  right  to  control  the  orthography  of  their 
authors  than  have  those  of  our  day,  who  are  seldom  competent  to 
form  any  opinion  on  the  subject,  except  so  far  as  regards  the  con- 

•  G^iiin,  R6cr6ations  Philologiques,  I.  865. 
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venience  of  their  art^  or  rather  their  trade.  The  old  typographerf 
indeed  seem  to  have  exercised  sapreme  authority  on  this  point, 
and  even  as  late  as  near  the  beginning  of  the  seventeenth  centnrjr 
Eofiweyde*  submitted  implicitly  to  their  control. 

E[abits  of  spelling  soon  become  fixed.  A  bad  speller  cannot 
accurately  copy  a  well-spelled  manuscript,  and  if  the  apprentioes 
in  an  office  were  not  rigorously  trained  to  an  invariable  system  of 
spelling,  the  trouble  they  would  occasion  the  proof-reader  would 
be  endless.  Experience  has  shown  that  nothing  is  more  difficult 
than  to  obtain  an  accurate  reprint  of  an  old  edition,  or  the  pub- 
lishing of  an  old  manuscript  with  the  original  orthography;  and 
this  is  one  reason  why  so  many  of  the  most  valuable  sources  of 
information  respecting  the  earlv  forms  and  history  of  our  lan- 
guage have  never  been  made  accessible  by  the  press,  and  why  later 
editors  have  rendered  so  many  sterling  old  authors  whoUy  value- 
less for  all  philological  purposes,  by  changing  or  disguising  their 
meaning,  in  the  foolish  attempt  to  fit  them  to  the  taste  of  the  vul- 
gar reader  by  modernizing  their  spelling,  and  by  conforming  their 
supposed  erroneous  grammar  to  the  practice  of  ihe  hour.  A  writer 
of  the  present  day,  who  quotes  a  couplet  of  Chaucer,  must  ex- 
pect that  the  printer  will  reform  the  orthography  according  to  the 
latest  edition  of  Webster,  and  if,  in  the  indulgence  of  a  passion 
for  the  archaic  and  the  venerable,  he  venture  to  employ  an  old- 
fashioned  form  or  an  obsolescent  word,  the  compositor,  pitying 
his  presumed  ignorance  or  want  of  taste,  will  charitably  amend 
the  *copy,'  by  substituting  a  word  of  a  more  current  coinage.  If, 
as  has  happened  to  the  wrifcer,  he  jestingly  apply  to  a  youth  the 
old  Euphuistic  appellation  of  a  juvenaZ,  the  printer  will  change  his 
antiquated  substantive  into  the  adjective  juventZ^,  and  if  he  sing 
of  a  '  grimly  ghost,'  he  may  find  his  awe-inspiring,  but  somewhat 
vague  epithet,  rendered  more  precisely  descriptive  by  being 
printed  with  two  ss.f 

Eminent  printers  usually  adopt  some  popular  dictionary  as  a 
standard,  and  they  allow  the  writers  for  whom  they  print  no 

*  After  professing  to  have  adhered  very  strictly  to  his  texts  in  spite  of  bar- 
barisms and  soledsms,  he  says :  "  Adverte  secundo,  orthographisB  earn  serva- 
tarn  rationem,  quam  Typographus  optlmam  judicavit."  Prolegomena  in  Viicu 
Pitt!  urn.     P.  Ixxxv.,  Ed.  1628. 

f  See  two  translations  from  Matthisson  in  the  Whig  Review  for  1845. 
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deviation  from  thiB  authoritative  canon.  The  dictionaries  select- 
ed are  often  works  of  no  real  philological  merit.  The  aim  of 
their  authors  has  been,  not  to  present  the  language  as  it  is,  as  the 
conjoined  influence  of  xmcontroUable  circumstances  and  learned 
labor  has  made  it,  but  as,  according  to  their  crude  notions,  it 
ought  to  be.  Every  word-collector  aspires  to  be  a  reformer,  and 
the  corrections  of  popular  orthography  are  more  frequently 
based  on  fidee  analogies  and  mistaken  etymologies  or  erroneous 
principles  of  phonology,  than  founded  in  sound  philological 
scholarship.  In  language,  form  is  indistinguishable  from  sub- 
stance, or  rather  is  substance.  The  dictionary-maker  and  the 
printer,  who  lord  it  over  the  form  of  our  words,  control  the 
grammar  of  our  language,  and  the  philosophy  of  its  structure ; 
they  suggest  wrong  etymologies  and  thereby  give  a  m^  shade  of 
meaning  to  words ;  and  in  short,  exert  over  speech  a  sway  not 
leas  absolute  or  more  conducive  to  the  interests  of  good  taste  and 
truth  in  language,  than  that  which  the  modiste  possesses  in  the 
fashion  of  dress.* 

It  must  be  admitted  that  the  licenses  of  which  I  complain  are 
older  than  the  art  of  printing.  Professional  scribes,  in  ancient 
times  and  in  the  Middle  Ages,  habitually  conformed  the  manu- 
scripts they  copied  to  the  orthographical  and  grammatical  stand 
ard  of  their  own  times,  and  they  regularly  changed  every  obso- 
lete or  obscure  word  or  form  of  expression  for  something  more 
agreeable  to  the  taste,  or  less  enigmatical  to  the  intelligence  of 
Ibeir  contemporaries.  They  often  corrected  supposed  errors  in 
names,  dates,  facts,  or  if,  instead  of  venturing  upon  absolute 
change,  they  more  conscientiously  inserted  an  explanatory  gloss 
or  conjectural  emendation  in  the  margin,  a  later  copyist  would 
incorporate  the  note  or  correction  into  the  text.  In  manuscripts 
written  in  languages  still  spoken  when  a  given  copy  f  was  made, 


*  Caxton,  in  the  title-page  to  his  edition  of  Higden,  (I  am  obliged  to  quote 
from  a  modernized  version,)  says  the  Chronicle  was  **  Imprinted  by  William 
Oazton,  after  having  somewhat  changed  the  rude  and  old  English,  that  \&  to 
wit,  certain  words  which  in  these  days  be  neither  used  nor  imderstanden." 
And  in  another  place :  "  And  now  at  this  time  simply  imprinted  and  set  in 
foam  by  me,  William  Cazton,  and  a  little  embellished  from  the  old  making." 

t  The  etymology  of  wpy  presents  a  striking  instance  of  the  extravagances 
into  which  inquirers,  whose  study  of  languages  is  confined  to  grammars  and 
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we  can  never  expect  a  near  conformity  to  the  words  of  the 
author,  unless  the  writing  is  an  original,  or  at  least  a  contempo- 
raneous transcript ;  and  in  the  latter  case,  if  the  penman  hap- 
pened to  be  of  a  difierent  province  from  that  of  the  writer,  dia- 
lectic difEerences  are  almost  sure  to  occur.  Thus,  the  oldest 
manuscripts  of  Petrarch  and  Dante,  and  other  Italian  writers, 
seldom  fail  to  betray  the  birthplace  of  the  copyist,  by  the  shib- 
boleth of  his  local  dialect  In  like  manner,  when  we  compare 
manuscripts  of  the  same  work  copied  in  successiye  centuries,  we 
can  trace  the  changes  of  the  language  almost  as  distinctly  as  in 
different  original  compositions  of  the  corresponding  periods.* 

We  find  an  additional  proof  of  the  frequency  and  extent  of 
the  license  indulged  in  by  ancient  copyists,  in  the  comparison 
of  the  dialect  of  monumental  inscriptions  with  that  of  literaiy 
works  which  have  come  down  from  the  same  periods.  Our 
classical  manuscripts,  excepting  those  found  at  Herculaneum,  and 
in  a  few  instances  in  Egyptian  mummy-cases,  are  all  compara- 
tively modem.  The  forms  of  language  in  Greek  and  Latin  in- 
scriptions are  generally  much  more  archaic  than  in  our  copies  of 

dictionarieB,  niii,  when  thej  seek  the  origin  of  words,  not  in  their  history  as 
traced  in  actual  literature,  hut  in  resemhlances  gathered  from  lexicons.  I 
find  it  stated  in  a  well-known  dictionary,  that  copy  is  from  cope,  in  the  sense 
of  likeness.  Under  eape  no  such  meaning  is  given,  the  nearest  approach  to  it 
being,  "  to  exchange  or  barter,"  but  cope  is  said  to  be  allied  to  the  Arabic 
kaf  ai,  to  be  equal,  to  be  like. 

Cope,  in  the  sense  of  exchanging  or  buying,  is  neither  more  nor  less  than  the 
Anglo-Saxon  ceapian,  to  chaffer,  bargain  or  trade,  whence  also  our  cAop- 
man  and  cheap.  Copy  is  the  Latin  c  o  p  i  a ,  signifying  first,  abimdance,  then 
facility  or  convenience,  whence  the  phrase  copiam  f  acere  alicu  Jus,  to 
furnish,  grant,  or  communicate  any  thing,  from  which  latter  form  came  the 
sense  of  ''  making  a  copy"  as  a  mode  of  eammunieaUng  a  writing. 

*  The  manuscripts  of  Piers  Ploughman  vary  so  widely,  that  Whitaker 
could  explain  the  discrepancies  only  by  the  supposition  of  a  rifaccimento  by 
the  author  himself,  at  a  considerably  later  period,  when  his  opinions  had 
undergone  important  changes ;  but  a  comparison  of  Whitaker's  and  Wright* s 
texts  reveals  so  wide  differences  in  grammar,  vocabulary,  and  orthography, 
that  it  is  quite  unreasonable  to  refer  the  two  recensions  to  one  writer,  and  it 
is  by  no  means  improbable  that  both  are  very  unlike  the  author's  original.  • 

It  is  supposed  that  the  two  manuscripts  of  Layamon,  so  well  edited  by  Sir 
F.  Madden,  do  not  differ  more  than  half  a  century  in  their  ages,  but  the  de- 
partures of  the  later  from  the  earlier  text  are  too  great  to  be  accoimted  f or^ 
except  by  imputing  to  the  copyist  very  great  license  in  transcription. 
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the  workfi  of  contemporaneous  writers.  It  is  tme,  that  some- 
thing of  the  difEerence  is  to  be  ascribed  to  the  influence  of  what 
is  called  the  lapidary  style,  and  its  consecrated  standards  of  or- 
thography and  expression.  Inscriptions  engraved  on  marble  or 
on  brass  are  necessarily  brief,  laconic,  elliptical,  and  the  rigidity 
of  these  materials  produced  on  old  monumental  writings  effects 
analogous,  in  some  respects,  to  those  of  the  mechanical  condi- 
tions of  printing  upon  modem  literature.  Other  differences  are 
accounted  for  by  the  ignorance  of  the  stone^jutters ;  but  after 
all,  it  is  not  probable  that  inscriptions  commemorating  the  public 
acts  of  officers  of  high  rank,  or  other  important  events,  and  of 
course  executed  under  a  responsible  inspection,  would  differ  very 
widely  from  the  current  grammatical  forms  or  orthography  of 
their  time,  and  hence  we  must  infer  that  copyists  and  editors 
have  made  considerable  changes  in  the  manuscripts  they  pub- 
lished. The  professional  scribes  at  Home  and  Athens  were  often 
slaves,  and,  in  the  former  city,  no  doubt  generally  much  better 
educated  than  their  masters.  The  booksellers  kept  numbers  of 
such  servile  scribes,  and  many  copies  of  a  book  were  made  at 
once,  some  oj^e  reading  the  manuscript  aloud,  and  the  penmen 
writing  it  down.  Under  such  circumstances,  independently  of 
any  deliberate  purpose  of  modernizing  or  correcting  the  aulior, 
persons  writing  by  the  ear  from  dictation  *  would  inevitably  re- 
duce the  work,  whether  old  or  new,  to  the  standard  orthography 
of  the  time,  which  they  certainly  might  do  with  quite  as  good 
right  as  have  editors  in  the  nineteenth  century  to  mangle  and 
disguise  good  old  authors,  for  the  purpose  of  making  them  more 
intelligible  to  a  public  which  they  suppose  as  ignorant  as  them- 
selves. 

•  From  all  these  circumstances,  it  is  evident  that  nothing  can 
assure  us  of  possessing  the  ipsissima  verba  of  an  old  writer  but  a 
comparison  with  the  original  manuscript,  or  one  which  has  passed 
the  author's  revision.  Happily  for  the  interests  of  literature, 
early  English  writers  did  not  always  trust  their  works  to  the  ten- 


♦  The  reader  will  find  in  Goethe's  NachgeUutene  Werke,  B.  V.  S.  106,  an 
amusing  and  instnictiye  article  on  this  subject,  entitled  E^'Sohr^ilhund 
Drudifehl&r, 

See  also  Wattenbach,  ffandichrift-Kunde, 
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der  mercies  of  the  scribe  with  the  superb  indifference  which 
Shakespeare  is  reported  to  have  shown.  Chancer  scrupnlonsly 
revised  the  copies  of  his  works,  as  appears  from  this  address  to 
his  scribe: 

Adam  Scrivener,  if  ever  it  thee  befall, 
Boece  or  Troilus  for  to  write  new, 
Under  thy  long  locks  thou  maist  have  the  scan. 
But  after  my  making  thou  write  more  trew.* 
So  of  t  a  day  I  mote  thy  werke  renew. 
It  to  correct  and  eke  to  rubbe  and  scrape. 
And  all  is  thorow  thy  negligence  and  rape. 

*  Trench,  Sdeei  Olassary,  imder  Make,  Maker,  states  that  these  words,  "as 
applied  to  the  exercise  of  the  poet's  art,"  and  **  as  equivalent  to  poet,"  **  are  not 
found  in  any  book  anterior  to  the  revival  of  the  study  of  the  Greek  literature 
and  language  in  England."  It  will  hardly  be  said  that  the  study  of  Greek 
was  revived  in  England  before  the  Reformation,  or,  in  any  event,  in  the  four- 
teenth century.  In  the  lines  quoted  from  Chaucer,  in  the  text,  I  think  making 
must  be  used  in  this  sense,  as  also  by  the  same  poet  in  several  other  passages ; 
as,  for  example,  in  these  verses  from  the  conclusion  of  the  complaint  of  liars 
and  Venus,  which  have  been  quoted  for  another  purpose,  on  p.  601 : 

And  eke  to  me  it  is  a  great  penaunce, 

Sith  rime  in  English  mtth  soch  scardte 

To  folow,  word  by  word,  the  curiosite 

Of  Graunson,  flour  of  hem  that  make  in  Fraunce. 

There  are  several  similar  instances  in  the  Legend  of  Good  Women.    Thns : 

Alas,  that  I  ne  had  English  rime,  or  prose 
SufiSsaunt,  this  floure  to  praise  arigh^ 
But  helpeth,  ye  that  han  conning  and  might, 
Te  lovers,  that  can  make  of  sentement ! 

The  lines  that  follow  these  are  entirely  decisive  as  to  the  meaning  of  mak$ 
in  this  passage,  if  indeed  those  just  quoted  leave  any  room  for  doubt 

Again: 

The  man  hath  served  you  of  his  conninges. 

And  f orthred  well  your  law  in  his  makingea. 

All  be  it  that  he  can  not  well  endite. 
So  also 

He  shal  never  more  agilten  in  this  wise. 

But  shal  maken  as  ye  woll  devise. 

Of  women  trewe  in  loving  al  hir  life. 

But  now  I  charge  thee,  upon  thy  life. 
That  in  thy  legende  thou  make  of  this  wife. 
Whan  thou  hast  other  smale  ymade  before. 

In  Robert  de  Bnmne's  Prologue  to  his  Chronicle,  Heame'a  ed.,  p.  zdx»,  I 

find, 

I  mad  noght  for  no  disours, 

Ne  for  no  sogers,  no  hiui>our8,  &c. ; 


And, 
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The  anther  of  the  Ormnliim,  one  of  the  most  interesfciiig  and 

valnable  relics  of  our  old  literature,  the  original  manuscript  of 

which,  written  with  a  systematic  uniformity  of  orthography  very 

remarkable  in  the  thirteenth  century,  is  yet  extant,  gives  this 

charge  to  the  copyists  who  might  attempt  the  multiplication  of 

his  work : 

&  whase  wilexm  shall  ^iss  boo 

Sfft  of^err  si^  writenn, 
Himm  bidde  ioc  ^at  het  wilta  rihht, 

8wa  suinin  {iIbs  boo  himm  taoch^^. 
All  ^werrt  ut  afifterr  ^att  ht  iss 

Uppo  ^iss  firrste  bisne, 
Wil>|  all  Bwillc  nme  alls  her  Iss  sett, 

Wi^^  all  se  fele  wordess ; 
&  tatt  he  loke  wel  ^att  he 

An  bocstafl  write  twiyyess, 
ByjwhaBr  ^aer  itt  uppo  ^has  boo 

Ifls  wrftenn  o  I>att  wise. 
Loke  he  well  }Mitt  het  write  iwa, 

Foir  he  ne  mayy  nohht  elless 
Omi  EnngHsflh  wntemi  rihht  te  word 

^tt  wite  he  wel  to  so^e. 

and  on  p.  o., 

bat  may  ^ou  here  in  Sir  Tristrem, 

Ouer  gestes  it  has  ^e  steem. 

Oner  aU  f>at  is  or  was, 

If  men  it  sayd  as  nuide  Thomas,  Ac  ; 


also  on  p.  cL, 


For  ^is  mdhifng  I  wille  no  mede, 
Bot  glide  prayere,  when  ye  it  rede. 


In  Piers  Ploughman,  Yuion,  verse  7470,  we  have : 

And  thow  medlest  with  makyngw 
And  myghtest  go  saye  thi  Bauter ; 

and  in  verse  7488, 

To  solacen  hym  some  tjrme. 
As  I  do  whan  I  mcLke, 

Make  occurs,  in  the  same  sense,  in  the  Oonfettio  AmanUi  nf  Oowr,  Pauli's 
ed.,  vol.  iii,  884: 

My  muse  doth  me  for  to  wite 
And  saith,  it  shaU  be  for  my  beste. 
Fro  this  diay  forth  to  take  reste. 
That  I  DO  more  of  love  make,  &c. 

See  also  notes  to  vol.  i.,  of  Dyce's  edition  of  Bkelton,  p.  186,  and  pasBagea 
there  cited. 
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Or,  in  more  modem  English : 

And  whoso  willeth  this  my  book 

To  write  again  hereafter. 
Him  bid  I,  that  he  write  it  rights 

So  as  this  book  him  teacheth. 
Throughout  according  as  it  is 

In  this  the  first  example. 
With  all  such  rhythm  as  here  is  0et» 

With  words,  ^,  Just  so  many ; 
And  let  him  look  to  it,  that  he 

Write  twice  each  single  letter. 
Wherever  it,  in  this  my  book. 

In  that  wise  is  ywritten. 
Look  he  well  that  he  write  it  90, 

For  otherwise  he  may  not 
In  English  write  the  words  ari^t^ 

That,  wete  he  well,  is  soothfast 

It  is  one  of  the  most  interesting  questions  in  all  literatnre,  how 
far  the  original  text  of  Shakespeare  has  suffered  from  the  license, 
the  negligence,  or  the  indolence  of  those  who,  with  type  and  pen, 
have  multiplied  his  works.  The  dispute  is  likely  to  be  a  long 
one,  and  if  Collier's  folio  does  not  prove  the  existence  of  myriads 
of  errors  in  the  current  editions,  it  at  least  shows  an  alarming 
boldness  of  commentators  in  the  way  of  conjectural  emendation. 
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THB  ENGLISH  LAHQUAOE  AS  AFFEOTED  BT  THE  AST   OF  FEINTING. 

IL 

There  are  drcmnstances  peculiar  to  the  history  of  English  lit- 
erature, which  have  rendered  the  mechanical  conditions  and  im- 
perfections of  the  typographical  art  more  powerfnlly  influential 
upon  the  language  itself,  than  was  elsewhere,  in  general,  the  case. 
Caxton,  the  first  English  printer,  was  indeed  both  an  Englishman 
by  birth  and  a  man  of  scholarly  attainments,  but  he  acquired  the 
Jt  at  Cologne,  and  it  ia  probable,  though  not  cert:^  that  hia 
first  production,  "  The  EecuyeU  of  the  Historyes  of  Troye,"  was 
printed  either  at  Cologne  or  at  Bruges.  When  he  established 
his  press  at  Westminster  soon  after  the  year  1470,  he  brought 
over  workmen  from  the  continent,  and,  were  stronger  evidence 
wanting,  the  names  of  his  successors,  Lettou  and  Machlinia, 
Wynkyn  •  de  Worde,  Pynson,  Berthelette,  Faques,  Treveris, 
would  sufficiently  indicate  that  they  also  were  of  foreign  birth. 
Indeed  it  appears  from  Strype's  Memoirs  of  Cranmer,*  that  as 
late  as  1537,  the  printers  in  England  were  generally  "  Dutchmen 
that  could  neither  speak  nor  write  true  English,"  and  when  Graf- 
ton appHed  for  an  exclusive  privilege  for  the  translation  of  the 
Bible  which  goes  by  his  name,  he  represented  that  "  for  covet- 
ousness'  sake,  these  foreign  printers  would  not  employ  learned 
Englishmen  to  oversee  and  correct  their  work,"  so  that,  as  he 
complains,  "paper,  letter,  ink,  and  correction  would  be  all 
naught."  Three  years  later,  Grafton  asked  permission  to  print 
the  Bible  at  Paris,  where  he  says  that  not  only  could  he  procure 
better  and  cheaper  paper,  but  that  the  workmen  were  more  skil- 

♦  See  Bouthej's  Common  Place  Book,  Vol.  II. 
16»  (809) 
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fnl.  Any  one,  who  has  had  occasion  to  print  so  mnch  as  a  fa- 
miliar quotation  in  a  foreign  tongue,  can  judge  whether  a  volnme 
printed  in  a  language  unknown  to  the  compositor  would  be  likely 
to  prove  very  correct.  Besides  this,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  art  of  calligraphy  had  been  less  cultivated  in  England  than  on 
the  continent,  that  the  characters  in  common  use  differed  somo- 
what  from  those  employed  in  the  other  European  languages,  and 
that  the  contractions  and  abbreviations  stood,  of  course,  for  differ- 
ent combinations  of  sounds  or  letters.  An  instance  of  this  ia  Urn 
employment  of  |)  and  6  for  the  two  sounds  of  thy  in  the  Anglo- 
Saxon  and  Old-English  alphabets^  a  trace  of  which  long  remained 
in  the  confounding  of  {>  with  y.  In  black-letter,  the  character  y 
much  resembles  the  f>,  and  hence  y  was  often  used  instead  of  it, 
and  this  gave  rise  to  the  forms  ye  for  the^  and  yt  for  thai.  Thiu 
many  circumstances  combined  to  make  an  English  manuscript  ex- 
tremely illegible  to  a  printer  unacquainted  with  the  language. 

While  in  almost  every  Continental  country,  the  early  printem 
were  generally  learned  men,  and  sometimes  among  the  most  emi- 
nent scholars  of  their  time,  the  followers  of  Caxton  were  for 
nearly  two  centuries  principally  mere  handicraftsmen,  and  typog- 
raphy fell  far  short  both  of  the  dignity  and  the  artistic  perfec- 
tion to  which  it  elsewhere  attained  almost  immediately  after  its 
invention.  For  aU  these  reasons  it  is  obvious  that  early  English 
printed  books  must  have  been  very  unfaithful  copies  of  the  manu- 
scripts they  attempted  to  reproduce,  and  the  great  incorrectness 
of  their  execution  had  a  prejudicial  effect  upon  the  forms  of  the 
language  and  sometimes  on  the  meaning  and  use  of  important 
words.  There  is  a  large  class  of  words  of  Latin  and  French 
origin  belonging  to  the  dialect  of  books,  and  at  first,  of  course, 
used  exclusively  by  literary  men  who  could  not  be  ignorant  of 
their  etymology  or  true  orthography,  but  which  are  found  very 
vaguely  spelled  in  the  printed  books  of  the  sixteenth  and  seven- 
teenth centuries.  Thus,  the  printers  did  not  discriminate  be- 
tween (Eminent  and  imminent,  president  and  precedenty  ingentA- 
ous  and  ingenious,  and  these  words  were  used  or  rather  printed 
interchangeably  almost  to  the  beginning  of  the  eighteenth  cen- 
tury. A  passage  in  Fuller,  however,  clearly  marks  the  disdiio* 
tion  between  ingenm)usness  and  ingeni^tty  as  then  recognized^ 
and  it  is  not  probable  that  scholars  could  ever  have  been  insensi- 
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ble  to  the  difEerences  between  all  of  them.*  They  must  first 
have  been  conf onnded  by  typographical  error.  The  confusion 
once  introduced,  educated  men  became  involved  in  it,  and  it  was 
long  before  the  words  and  the  ideas  they  expressed  were  disen« 
tangled  from  it. 

Printed  books,  however  incorrect,  would,  from  their  greater 
legibility,  always  be  preferred  ito  manuscript,  and  their  wide  cir- 
culation would  make  them  at  once  popular  standards  of  authority 
in  all  matters  of  orthography  and  grammatical  inflection.  The 
confusion  and  irregularity  of  their  spelling  would  accordingly 
powerfully  tend  to  increase  the  uncertainty  of  orthography,  es- 
pecially at  a  period  when  the  usage  of  the  learned  even  was  dis^ 
cordant,  and  the  language  still  in  process  of  formation.  It  is,  no 
doubt,  in  these  circumstances  that  we  are  to  find  the  explanation 
of  the  otherwise  paradoxical  fact,  that  the  spelling  of  the  Eng- 
lish language,  as  practised  by  educated  persons  in  the  fifteenth, 
and  even  the  latter  part  of  the  fourteenth  century,  more  nearly 
resembles  that  of  the  present  day  than  do  the  printed  books  of 
the  sixteenth  century.  The  foreign  printers  ignorantly  cor- 
rupted the  spelling  of  their  copy,  and  their  books,  again,  the 
orthography  of  the  nation.f  In  carefully  executed  recent  edi- 
tions, printed  directly  from  very  early  manuscripts,  we  find  a 
surprisingly  close  resemblance  to  the  spelling  of  modem  periods. 
In  the  best  manuscripts  of  Chaucer,  and  more  especially  of  Oow- 
er,  and  in  some  of  the  Paston  Letters,  as,  for  example,  in  a  letter 


*  Though  men  understood  imperfeeUy  in  this  life,  jet  if  all  understood 
squaUy  imperfecUy,  upon  the  supposition  of  equal  ingenuoiunesa  to  their  inge' 
nuity,  (that  is,  that  they  would  readily  embrace  what  appears  true  unto  them,) 
all  would  be  of  the  same  judgment.    Infant's  Advocate,  Part  II.,  p.  8. 

Does  Trench,  in  treating  of  desynonymised  words,  (Study  of  Words,  Lec- 
ture y . ,)  mean  to  say  that  ingenious,  (Latin  ingeniosus,  proximately  from 
ingenium,)  and  ingent^us,  (Latin  ingenuus,  directly  from  the  verbal 
root,)  were  ever  really  the  same  word  ? 

t  Et  si,  huic  non  absimile  Incommodum  etiam  accederet,  ut  preelo  corri- 
gendo  non  doctus  prseesset  sed  aliquis  de  grege  mercatorum  qui  Germanic^  et 
Anglic^  loqui  posset,  comimpi  necesse  erat  orthographiam  nostram ;  et  quia 
tempestiya  medela  adhibita  non  esset,  in  hominum  usum  corruptam  transire. 
Atque  hano  sane  existimo  unicam  fuisse  causam  corruptels. 

A.  Gil.  Logonomia  Anglica,  2d  edition,  1621. 
Pr»f atio  ad  Lectorem. 
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of  Lord  Hastyngs  written  before  the  year  1480,  we  find  indeed 
obsolete  words,  but  the  orthography  of  those  which  are  still  em- 
ployed conforms  more  closely  to  the  present  standard  than  does 
that  of  the  English  Bible  of  1611.*  The  original  edition  of  that 
translation  fnmishes  abundant  illustrations  of  a  practice  to  which 
I  referred  in  the  last  lecture,  that,  namely,  of  clipping  or  length- 
ening words  according  to  the  space  which  it  was  convenient  to 
give  them  in  arranging  the  printed  lines.  Thus  in  Deuteronomy 
ix.  19,  hot  is  spelt  t^hot,  because  a  long  word  was  required  to  fill 
out  the  space ;  in  Joshua  ix.  12,  Judges  ii.  14,  iii.  20,  it  is  spelt 
Ju>te^  there  being  a  smaller  space  to  occupy,  and  in  other  passages, 
where  the  ordinary  form  Jiot  was  long  enough,  that  spelling  is 
employed.  In  verse  13,  of  chapter  xiii.  of  Judges,  ye  and  we 
are  both  printed  with  a  single  ^,  but  in  verse  15,  of  the  same 
chapter,  each  with  two  ee.  In  verse  2  of  chapter  xv.,  the  second 
person  singular,  imperfect  tense  of  the  verb  to  ha/oe^  is  spelt  had- 
desty  in  Genesis  xxx.  30,  hadst  In  Genesis  xxzi.  8,  the  future 
of  the  substantive  verb  toheiB  printed  shaU  hee^  with  two  U  and 
two  ee  /  but  in  chapter  xxx.,  verse  33,  it  is  printed  in  one  word, 
shaUbe^  and  both  these  forms  occur  in  verse  lY  of  chapter  xKi.  of 
Isaiah.f    So  in  the  life  of  Reynolds  in  Abel  Redivivus,  in  one 

*  See  letter  from  Lord  Hastjngs,  Paston  Letters,  XL,  1^96.  Pauli,  in  the 
Introductory  Essay  to  his  edition  of  (Power's  Gonf  essio  Amantis,  London, 
1857,  states,  that  he  has  adopted  the  "  judicious  and  consistent  orthography  " 
of  a  manuscript  probably  of  the  end  of  the  fourteenth  century,  "  as  the  basis 
for  the  spelling  in  this  new  edition."  He  also  describes  the  orthography  of  a 
manuscript  of  the  same  author,  of  the  fifteenth  century,  as  having  been  "  car- 
ried through  almost  rigorously  according  to  simple  and  reasonable  principles." 
Pauli's  text  is  founded  on  an  edition  by  Berthelette,  of  the  year  1582,  but  con- 
formed in  its  orthography  to  the  first  manuscript  above  mentioned.  Berthelette 
printed  from  an  edition  by  Gaxton,  but  substituted  the  dialect  and  spelling  of 
his  own  time,  and  carried  the  process  of  modernization  still  farther  in  a  sub 
sequent  edition.  In  that  from  which  Pauli  printed,  the  "  orthography  and 
metre  had  been  disturbed  in  innumerable  places  by  Berthelette,''  and  he  ob 
serves  that  in  the  oldest  manuscripts,  the  promiscuous  use  of  y  and  t,  u  and  f>, 
so  common  in  all  old  English  printed  books,  does  not  occur.  The  spelling  of 
Pauli's  edition,  thus  restored  to  its  original  integrity,  is,  in  a  very  large  pro- 
portion of  the  words,  identical  with  that  of  the  present  day. 

f  The  following  fac-similc  from  one  of  the  two  editions  of  1611,  shows  tho 
arrangement  of  two  lines  of  the  verse  referred  to,  and  the  reason  for  it : 

17  <t  SIks  0t)^ii  bee  '''ttirneb  backe^ 
tljes  etialbe  greatlg  aetiameb,  tl)at  troet 
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sentence  college  and  knowledge  are  spelt  without  the  e  final,  but 
in  the  next  period,  both  words  with  it.  These,  and  many  more 
among  the  thousand  similar  variations  in  which  early  printed 
English  books  abound,  were  occasioned  by  the  necessity  of  con- 
forming the  length  of  the  words  to  the  space  that  could  be  spared 
for  them.  The  double  forms  towa/rd  and  towwrda^  which  occur 
in  King  James's  Bible,  are  explained  in  the  same  way,  as  aho 
the  employment  or  omission  of  the  final  8  in  other  words  of  the 
same  ending  in  other  English  books  of  that  century.  It  should, 
however,  be  here  observed,  that,  in  all  the  words  ending  in  -wa/rdj 
which  are  used  in  the  first  editions  of  that  translation,  with  the 
exception  of  towa/rda  and  afterwa/rda,  the  8  is  constantly  omitted, 
according  to  what  seems  to  be  the  fashionable  modem  usage ; 
though,  as  I  think,  the  a  final  ought  to  be  retained  in  employing 
words  with  this  ending  as  adverbs  or  preporitioDS,  and  dropped 
when  they  serve  as  adjectives.  One  of  the  most  remarkable 
typographical  licenses  I  have  observed,  occurs  in  the  life  of  Ab- 
bot in  Abel  Redivivus,  printed  in  1651.  At  that  period,  our 
common  title  of  address,  Miater^  was  spelt,  and  doubtless  pro- 
nounced. Master^  and  hence,  though  the  same  abbreviation  was 
used  for  the  address  as  at  present,  namely  JT/*.,  the  two  significa- 
tions of  the  word  were  liable  to  be  confounded.  The  authpr  of 
the  life  in  question  speaks  of  a  particular  work,  as  ^  Abbot's  mas- 
ter-piece,' but  the  printer,  for  want  of  space,  has  printed  the  ab- 
breviation J/r.,  instead  of  the  whole  word  Toaater.  A  like  ex- 
ample occurs  in  a  letter  from  Harrington  to  Prince  Henry  in  the 
Nngae  Antiquss.  In  printing  poetry,  where  the  verses  are  sel- 
dom long  enough  to  extend  across  the  whole  breadth  of  the  page, 
the  same  necessity  of  adapting  the  words  to  the  space  did  not  ex- 
ist, and  hence  it  is,  that  the  spelling  in  old  printed  poems  is  some- 
times more  uniform  than  in  contemporaneous  prose.  In  old  edi- 
tions of  Chaucer,  we  find  the  orthography  of  the  versified  por- 
tions less  irregular  than  that  of  the  Tale  of  Meliboeus,  and  of  the 
Persones  Tale,  both  of  which  are  in  prose.  It  should,  however, 
be  remembered,  that,  in  poetry,  there  existed  a  totally  different 
cause  of  irregularity,  not  connected  with  the  mechanical  laws  of 
the  press.  I  refer  to  the  necessities  of  metre.  The  final  e  of 
words  with  that  termination  was  in  Chaucer's  time  usually  pro- 
nounced, at  least  in  verse,  as  it  still  is  in  French  poetry,  and  ac- 
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cordingly  where  not  strictly  inflectional,  it  was  employed  or 
dropped  according  to  metrical  convenience.  Besides  this,  at  that 
period,  the  Saxon  inflections  had  not  become  wholly  obsolete, 
and  early  English  writers  used  the  c  flnal,  as  a  sign  of  the  plural 
in  adjectives,  and  verbs  of  the  strong  conjugation,  which  in  our 
modem  dialect  admit  no  change  of  form  in  difEerent  numbers. 

The  near  coincidence  in  time,  between  the  Protestant  Eef  orma- 
tion  and  the  general  diffusion  of  the  art  of  printing  in  Europe,  to- 
gether with  the  close  analogy  between  the  intellectual  influences 
of  both,  makes  it  a  matter  of  great  difSculty  in  many  cases  to  de- 
termine which  of  these  two  causes  was  most  active  in  the  produo- 
tion  of  particular  effects;  and  especially,  how  far  the  change 
which  the  sixteenth  century  produced  in  all  the  European  lan- 
guages is  to  be  ascribed  to  the  one  or  the  other  of  them.  The 
year  1500  found  the  English  language  much  as  Chaucer  and 
Wydiffe  had  left  it ;  in  the  year  1600,  it  had  nearly  reached  the 
point  where  it  now  stands,  so  far  as  concerns  the  dialects  of  the 
knowledges  then  cultivated,  except  in  the  vocabulary  of  the 
physical  sciences.  The  Tale  of  MeliboBus  and  the  Persones  Tale 
differ  from  the  Morte  d' Arthur,  in  Caxton's  edition,  only  as  Eng- 
lish versions  of  moral  and  theological  treatises  in  Latin  would  be 
expected  to  differ  from  an  English  translation  of  a  French  ro- 
mantic flction;  but,  independently  of  the  coloring  which  each 
receives  from  these  influences  and  from  the  nature  of  the  sub- 
jects, the  language  will  be  found  to  be  very  nearly  the  same. 
But  if  we  compare  either  of  them  with  Hooker  or  Shakespeare, 
and  again,  the  latter  writers  with  the  purest  authors  of  the  pres- 
ent day,  we  shall  observe  that  the  century  between  Caxton  and 
Hooker  effected  as  great  changes  as  the  two  hundred  and  fifty 
years  that  have  elapsed  since  that  great  writer  flourished.  Al- 
though printing  was  introduced  into  England  about  1470,  yet  the 
productions  of  the  press  were  not  suflSciently  numerous  to  exert 
much  influence  on  the  national  mind  or  speech,  until  half  a  cen- 
tury later.  During  the  sixteenth  century,  printing  and  the  Ref- 
ormation promoted  each  other,  and  their  action  upon  thought 
and  language  was  a  concurrent  one.  Without  attempting  to  de- 
fine the  relative  weight  of  each,  I  may  say  that  I  think  the  most 
important  single  element,  in  producing  the  general  effect  of  both 
upon  the  English  language,  was  the  diffusion  of  a  knowledge  of 
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dafisical  literature,  which  printing  made  possible,  and  the  Eef  or- 
mation  made  more  desirable.  The  increased  number  and  the  re- 
duced price  of  books  in  the  Greek  and  Latin  languages  released 
cJaflsical  literature  from  the  confinement  of  the  cloister,  and  pri- 
vate individuals  of  moderate  means  were  now  able  to  enjoy  intet 
leetnal  luxuries,  which  before  had  been  accessible  only  to  the 
wealth  of  monastic  corporations.  Manuscripts  of  the  classics  had 
been  multiplied  only  for  the  exdusive  use  of  those  establishments, 
by  monkish  scribes  who  occupied  their  leisure  hours  in  copying, 
or  calligraphic  and  pictorial  embeUishment,  of  writings  which  had 
sarvived  the  wreck  of  yet  more  barbarous  ages.  The  first  tend- 
ency of  this  secularization  of  classic  lore  was  undoubtedly  unf  ar 
Torable  to  the  cultiyation  of  the  popular  literature  and  the  ver- 
nacular speech,  but  a  reaction  soon  oonmienced,  and  a  new  litera- 
ture sprung  up  in  the  vulgar  languages,  though  &shioned  upon 
ancient  models,  affecting  a  classical  structure,  and  marked  by  a 
Latinized  phraseology. 

Until  the  end  of  the  fifteenth  century,  it  was  only  in  the  theo- 
logical and  moral  departments  that  Latin  had  mudi  direct  infiu- 
enoe  upon  English,  most  of  the  Latin  roots  introduced  into  it  up 
to  that  time  having  been  borrowed  from  the  French ;  *  butassoon 
as  the  profane  literature  of  Greece  and  Home  became  known  to 
English  scholars  through  the  press,  a  considerable  influx  of  words 
drawn  directly  from  the  classics  took  place.  The  introduction  of 
this  dement,  like  the  infusion  of  fresh  juice  into  ripened  wine, 
produced  a  sort  of  fermentation  in  the  English  langnage,  a  strife 
between  the  new  and  the  old,  and  both  vocabulary  and  structure 
continued  in  a  very  unstable  state  until  the  end  of  the  sixteenth 
century,  when  English  became  settled  in  nearly  its  present  form. 
In  the  productions  of  Caxton's  press,  and  indeed  in  the  literature 
of  the  period  down  to  and  including  the  time  of  Lord  Bemers, 
whose  translation  of  Froissart— perhaps  the  best  English  prose 
that  had  yet  been  written,  and  certainly  the  most  delightful  nar- 
rative work  in  the  language — ^first  appeared  in  1523,  it  is  scarcely 
possible  to  find  a  single  word  of  Latin  origin,  belonging  to  the 
general  vocabulary  of  EngUsh,  whose  form  does  not  render  it 
most  probable  that  we  received  it  through  the  French.    A  hun- 

"*  Many  of  our  verbs  of  Latin  origin  are  derived  directly  from  the  participial 
form,  and  not  through  the  French,  as  for  example :  corrupt,  imtruet,  etc. 
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dred  years  later,  on  the  contrary,  we  meet  on  every  printed  page, 
words  either  taken  directly  from  the  Latin,  or,  which  is  a  veiy 
important  point,  if  before  existing  in  our  literature,  reformed  in 
orthography  so  as  to  suggest  their  classical  origin.  There  is  even 
in  Hooker  an  evident  struggle  between  the  two  great  elements  of 
English,  and  in  his  hesitation  between  the  Latin  and  the  Saxon, 
or  older  English,  he  not  unfrequently  uses  both,  as  for  instance, 
"  noowe  or  hwrtfuL  things,"  "  unreasonable  oecUy^sA  hUndness^ 
'^recUtfude  or  aircdghtnesa^^  ^^ sense  and  mecming^^;  and  so,  in 
Ootta's  Witchcraft,  ^^ hewrtened and  encawraged^^ f  also,  ^^  idlencsa 
and  otumty^^  Preamble  of  a  Statute  of  24  Henry  VILL,  quoted 
by  Fronde, 

The  influence  of  printing  upon  the  English  language  has  been 
much  extended  and  strengthened  by  two  important  drcumstanoes, 
common  to  the  two  great  countries  of  which  it  is  the  vernacular. 
The  one  is,  that  in  neither  does  there  exist,  nor  for  two  centuries 
has  there  existed,  a  censorship  of  the  press,  a  previous  authorita- 
tive examination  of  manuscript  matter  intended  for  the  public ; 
the  other  is,  that  public  discussion  of  all  questions  in  the  depart- 
ments of  religion,  of  intellectual  and  moral  philosophy,  of  poli- 
tics, indeed  of  all  topics  affecting  the  great  and  permanent  inter- 
ests of  man,  is  free  and  unrestricted.  Hence  the  popular  mind, 
the  popular  speech,  in  both  countries  are  open  to  a  class  of  in- 
fluences, which,  in  most  Continental  States,  are  confined  to  the 
privileged  and  the  professional  alone.  For  the  same  reason,  the 
dialects  appropriated  to  the  elucidation  of  all  these  great  subjects 
have  been  very  widely  cultivated,  and  their  vocabularies  enlarged, 
so  that  our  language  has  acquired  a  compass  and  an  adaptability 
to  an  unlimited  variety  of  uses  which  nothing  but  free  speech 
and  a  free  press  could  give  to  it.  Late  journals  have  stated  that 
dramatic  pieces  designed  for  representation  on  the  French  stage 
were  to  be  submitted  to  a  censorship  before  acting,  in  order  that 
slang  phrases  and  other  violations  of  the  purity  of  language  likely 
to  offend  academic  ears  might  be  struck  out  "We  may  easily 
imagine  that  the  objects  of  such  a  censorship  are  rather  political 
than  literary,  but  in  either  case  it  could  not  fail  to  have  a  preju- 
dicial influence  on  the  character  of  speech,  with  which  change 
and  progress  are  as  essentially  connected  as  motion  with  the  due 
performance  of  the  organic  functions  of  animal  Ufa 
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The  effect  which  the  muzzling  of  the  press  and  the  consequent 
stifling  of  the  free  and  public  expression  of  opinion  on  theolog- 
ical questions  have  exerted  on  speech,  may  be  seen  by  comparing 
the  language  of  our  English  Bible  and  of  English  writings  of  a 
devotional  character  generally,  with  that  of  similar  works  in  the 
tongues  of  Central  and  Southern  Europe.  In  none  of  these  lat- 
ter does  there  exist  a  special  and  well-defined  religious  dialect. 
Technical  words  for  theological  ideas,  indeed,  they  have,  but  no 
phraseology  so  marked  in  its  composition  and  structure  as  to  con- 
stitute an  appropriate  religious  diction.  The  same  thing  is  true, 
to  nearly  the  same  extent,  of  the  general  political  vocabulary  of 
the  Continent,*  though,  on  the  other  hand,  the  comparatively 
little  occasion  for  the  employment  of  English  in  diplomacy  has 
left  our  language  more  undeveloped  and  incomplete  in  that  spec- 
ial department  than  in  almost  any  other. 

Although  the  letters  of  Junius,  and  some  of  the  writings  of 
Cobbett,  subjected  their  publishers  to  criminal  prosecution  in 
England,  yet  the  press  was  nevertheless  substantially  free^  and  it 
was  only  by  means  of  a  free  press,  that  productions  so  bold  in 
their  political  character,  and  so  important  in  their  literary  in- 
fluence, could  have  been  given  to  the  public  I  speak  witliout 
any  reference  to  their  moral  or  political  merits  or  demerits ;  but 
it  must  be  allowed  that  Junius  did  much  to  limit,  Cobbett  some- 
thing to  overthrow,  the  influence  of  the  stilted  Tiatinifim  of  John- 
son and  his  school,  and  to  bring  back  the  language,  if  not  to  a 
Saxon  vocabulary,  at  least  to  an  idiomatic  grammatical  structure. 

The  influence  of  printing  on  the  English  language  has  been 
modified  and  determined  by  the  peculiar  character  and  circum- 
stances of  the  people,  by  whom  and  for  whom  the  literature  of 
England  has  been  created. 

The  deliberate  expression  of  human  thought  will  always  assume 
a  form  supposed  to  be  adapted  to  the  intelligence,  the  temper,  the 
tastes,  and  the  aims  of  those  to  whom  it  is  addressed.  He  who 
speaks  to  an  audience  composed  of  men  of  one  class,  of  one  pro- 
fession, of  one  party,  or  of  one  sect,  will  use  a  narrower  vocabu- 
lary, a  more  restricted,  or  a  more  select  dialect,  than  he  who  ex- 

*  The  English  word  meeting,  and  even  the  derivadve,  meetmgai,  for  those 
who  attend  a  meeting,  have  become  common  words  in  the  political  vocabulary 
of  Italy. 
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pects  to  be  heard  by  a  more  various  and  comprehensive  idrcle ; 
and  a  writer  who  appeals  to  a  whole  people,  who  seeks  to  con- 
vince the  understanding,  or  enlist  the  sympathies  of  a  nation, 
must  adopt  a  diction,  employ  arguments,  and  resort  to  illnstra- 
tions,  which  shall,  in  their  torn,  snit  the  comprehension  and 
awaken  the  interest  of  men  of  every  class  and  every  calling. 
Whatever,  therefore,  is  designed  for  the  ear,  or  the  perosal  of 
what  we  call  ^  the  enlightened  public,'  must  be  as  miscellaneous 
in  its  composition  as  that  public  itself,  and  it  can  come  home  to 
the  bosoms  of  all,  only  by  usmg  both  the  speech  which  is  com- 
mon to  all,  and  somewhat  of  the  special  vocabulary  which  is  pe* 
culiar  to  each.  English,  in  its  one  dialect,  for  its  literature  knows 
but  one,  is  the  vernacular,  not  merely  of  a  greater  number,  but 
of  a  greater  variety  of  persons  than  any  tongue  ever  used  by  man* 
It  is  spoken  from  the  equator  to  near  tiie  ultimate  limit  of  human 
habitation  in  either  hemisphere,  and,  starting  from  the  British 
capital,  the  geographical  centre  of  the  boIaA  surface  of  the  globe^ 
it  has  followed  a  thousand  radii  to  the  utmost  circumference. 
Especially  is  it  found  established  upon  all  great  lines  of  traffic 
and  coummunication,  at  all  great  points  of  agricultural  6r  mechan- 
ical production,  and  wherever  human  life  exists  in  its  most  ener- 
getic, most  restless,  intensest  forms,  there  it  is  the  organ  for  the 
expression  of  all  that  belongs  to  man's  dearest  interests,  widest 
sympathies,  highest  aspirations.  It  is,  moreover,  eminently  the 
language  of  liberty,  for,  of  those  to  whom  it  is  native,  by  far  the 
largest  portion  enjoy  a  degree  of  personal,  social,  political,  and 
religious  freedom  never  before  possessed  by  humanity,  upon  a 
great  scale.  From  all  these  circumstances,  there  are  to  be  found 
among  those  who  habitually  use  the  English  tongue,  and  are 
familiar  with  written  language,  if  not  a  greater  diversity  of  char- 
acter, at  least  greater  differences  of  interest  and  external  condi- 
tion, a  more  generally  diffused  culture,  and  a  wider  range  of 
thought,  than  have  ever  before  been  united  by  one  medium  of 
communication.  The  press  furnishes  to  every  English  writer  the 
means,  and  suggests  to  him  a  motive,  for  bringing  this  vast  and 
diversified  assemblage,  tlie  representatives  of  every  human  inter 
est,  the  embodiment  of  all  human  intelligence,  all  hmnan  passion, 
within  the  reach  of  his  voice ;  and  in  him,  who,  with  even  mod- 
erate abilities,  writes  from  the  heart  and  to  the  heart,  it  is  no 
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trayagont  aspiration  to  hope,  that  he  shall  be  read  amid  the  shiv- 
ering  froete  of  the  polar  circle  and  the  sweltering  heat  of  the 
tropica,  in  lonely  deserts  and  thickly  peopled  cities,  npon  silent 
prairies  and  by  the  shore  of  the  lond-voiced  ocean.  The  wings 
of  British  and  American  commerce  scatter  the  productions  of 
Anglo-Saxon  genins  over  the  habitable  globe.  The  thunder  of 
the  great  London  journal  reverberates  through  every  clime,  and 
the  opinions  of  the  New  York  press  are  quoted  in  every  commer- 
cial port,  in  every  political  capital. 

Thus,  for  the  living  author,  English  is  what  Latin  and  Greek 
are  for  the  dead,  a  cosmopolite  speech,  whose  range  in  comprehen- 
siveness of  space  corresponds  to  the  duration  of  the  classical 
tongues  in  time ;  and  if  the  voice  of  Athens  and  of  Bome  enjoys 
the  longer  echo,  the  words  of  the  Anglican  speaker  are  heard 
over  the  wider  theatre. 

Every  man,  therefore,  who,  in  furtherance  of  the  aims  of  gen- 
erous scholarship,  or  in  advocacy  of  any  right  or  interest  of  hu- 
manity, addresses  himself  to  the  boundless  audience  reached 
through  the  medium  of  the  Anglican  press,  is  naturally  inclined 
to  use  a  comprehensive  dialect,  a  wide  variety  of  illustration,  and 
clear  and  unequivocal  forms  of  expression.  Hence,  the  art  of 
printing  demands  from  its  English  and  American  patrons,  not  a 
multipUcity  of  words  merely,  but  a  style  combining  shnpUcity 
and  catholicity  of  structure,  conformity  to  the  principles  of  uni- 
versal grammar,  and  consequently  a  freedom  from  provincialisms 
and  arbitrary  idioms — intelligibility,  in  short — ^to  a  degree  not  re- 
quired in  the  literature  of  any  other  age  or  race.  There  is  an- 
other circumstance  connected  with  the  operations  of  the  press,  of 
a  counteracting  character  so  far  as  purity  of  expression  is  con- 
cerned, which  much  affects  the  habitual  style  of  composition  in 
our  language.  The  general  diffusion  of  intelligence  among  the 
English-speaking  people  has  created  not  only  a  great  multitude  of 
readers,  but,  at  the  same  time  that  it  brings  with  it  a  wider  dif- 
fusion of  ability  to  produce,  it  encourages  the  efforts  of  a  more 
than  proportionate  number  of  literary  artisans.  The  rewards  of 
authorship  flowing  through  the  press  are  now  seductive  beyond 
those  won  in  any  other  field  of  human  effort.  A  successful  Eng- 
lish writer  enjoys  a  contemporaneous  fame  coextensive  with  civ- 
ilization.   His  renown  surpasses  that  of  the  soldier  whose  exploits 
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he  immortalizes,  liis  influence  is  greater  than  that  of  a  premier, 
and  he  reaps  a  harvest  of  solid  gains  more  certain  and  searcelj 
less  abnndaiit  than  that  of  the  thriftiest  merchant  The  Zondon 
Times  divides  among  its  managers  and  its  contribntors  the  reve- 
nues of  a  principality,  parliamentary  majorities  and  ministers 
shrink  before  its  censures,  and  the  potent  Govemor-Gleneral  of 
British  India  bows  to  its  untitled  correspondent  Prizes  so  rich, 
490  tempting,  and  seemingly  so  easy  of  attainment,  will  be  eagerly 
sought  by  thousands  of  competitors.  The  harvest  of  fame  and 
profit,  praise  and  power,  depends  upon  the  extent  of  the  drde  m 
which  it  is  to  be  reaped,  the  number,  not  the  character,  of  the 
<K>nsumers,  for  whose  use  the  conmiodity  is  prepared.  None  seek 
the  audience  ^fit  though  few,'  that  contented  the  ambition  of 
Milton,  and  all  writers  for  the  press  now  measure  their  glory  by 
their  gains.  Popular  literature  in  all  its  forms  is  consequently  in 
the  ascendant  The  novel  of  society,  the  magazine  story,  the 
poetic  tale  of  easy  rhyme  and  easy  reading,  the  daily  sheet,  and 
especially  the  illustrated  gazette,  these  are  the  bazaars  where 
genius  now  offers  itself  for  sale.  The  aim  of  a  numerous  class  of 
popular  writers  is  to  reproduce,  in  permanent  forms,  the  tone  of 
light  and  easy  conversation,  to  make  books  and  journals  speak  the 
dialect  of  the  saloon,  and  hence  pungency  of  expression,  innuen- 
do, verbal  wit,  irony,  banter,  and  raillery,  trifling  with  serious 
interests,  are  the  chiotu^teristics  of  what  we  call  popular  Uterature, 
and  our  language  must  have  a  vocabulary  which  accommodates 
itself  to  the  taste  of  those  whom  such  qualities  of  diction  alone 
attract.  In  the  periodical  and  fugitive  department,  scandal  and 
personality  are  eminently  acceptable,  and  nothing  gives  a  pam- 
phlet or  a  newspaper  greater  currency,  than  the  dexterity  with 
which,  not  fashionable  vices,  but  private  character,  is  anatomized 
and  held  up  to  scorn  or  ridicule.  The  point  of  satire  lies  in  its 
individuality.  Its  victims  must  have  a  local  habitation  and  a 
name.  Sly  allusion,  semi-equivocal  expression,  and  pointed  in- 
sinuation, too  well  defined  to  leave  its  personal  application  doubt- 
ful, therefore,  form  a  large  part  of  the  diction  of  journalistic  arti- 
cles relating  to  social  life,  while  in  political  warfare,  the  boldest 
libels,  the  most  undisguised  grossness  of  abuse,  alone  suit  the 
palate  of  heated  partisanship.  Hence,  the  dialect  of  personal 
vituperation,  the  rhetoric  of  malice  in  all  its  modifications,  the 
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art  of  damning  with  faint  praise,  the  sneer  of  contemptnous 
irony,  the  ooarse  epithets  of  vulgar  hatred — all  these  have  been 
sediQonsly  cnltivated,  and,  when  combined  with  a  certain  flip- 
pancy of  expression  and  ready  command  of  a  tolerably  extensive 
vocabnlary,  they  are  enongh  to  make  the  f  ortnne  of  any  sharp^ 
shallow,  nnprindpled  jonmalist,  who  is  content  with  the  fame 
and  the  peK  which  the  nnscmpnlons  nse  of  snch  accomplishments 
oan  hardly  fail  to  secure. 

The  periodical  press  is  unqnestionably  the  channel  through 
which  the  art  of  printing  pnts  forth  its  most  powerful  influence 
on  language,  and  it  seems  remarkable,  that  periodicals,  which 
have  existed  in  England  since  the  reign  of  James  I.,  should 
scarcely  have  produced  an  appreciable  effect  upon  the  English 
tongue,  until  they  had  been  a  himdred  years  in  operation.  The 
establishment  of  daily  newspapers  and  of  literary  journals  was 
nearly  contemporaneous,  and  dates  from  an  early  period  in  the 
dghteenth  century,  but  though  the  TcMer^  the  Spectator^  and 
the  Chw/rdAom  had  a  comparatively  large  circulation,  and  exerted 
a  great  influence  upon  the  dialect  of  their  time,  yet  the  newspaper 
can  scarcely  be  said  to  have  had  a  place  in  literature  until  the 
success  of  the  letters  of  Junius,  which  appeared  in  the  Morning 
Ad/oertiser  from  1769  to  1Y72,  gave  to  timt  class  of  periodicals  an 
ascendency  which  it  has  ever  since  maintained.  It  may  now 
fairly  be  said,  that  there  is  no  agency  through  which  man  acts 
more  powerfully  upon  the  mind  of  his  fellow-man,  and  the  influ- 
ence of  the  art  of  printing  upon  language  and  thought  has 
reached  its  acme  in  the  daily  newspaper. 

The  influence  of  the  periodical  press  upon  the  purity  of  lan- 
guage must  be  admitted  to  have  proved  hitherto,  upon  the  whole» 
a  deleterious  one,  and  countries,  where,  as  in  England  and  America, 
the  press  is  free  and  periodicals  cpnsequently  numerous,  are  par- 
ticularly exposed  to  this  source  of  corruption.  The  newspaper 
press  has  indeed  rendered  some  service  to  language,  by  giving  to 
it  a  greater  flexibility  of  structure,  from  the  necessity  of  finding 
popular  and  intelligible  forms  of  expression  for  every  class  of  sub- 
jects, and  it  has  now  and  then  preserved,  for  the  permanent 
vocabulary  of  our  speech,  a  happy  and  forcible  popular  word  or 
phrase,  which  would  otherwise  have  been  forgotten  with  the 
occasion  tliat  gave  it  birth.*    But  these  advantages  are  a  very  in 

' —      —      -  -  — —  — 

*  It  is  interestiiig  to  notice  how  a  felicitous  expression,  distinctly  embody 
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adeqaate  compensation  for  the  mischief s  resulting  from  the  sloven- 
liness and  inaccuracy  inseparable  from  the  necessity  or  hasty  com- 
position upon  a  great  variety  of  subjects,  themselves  often  very 
imperfectly  understood  by  the  writer.  Editors  naturally  seek  to 
accommodate  their  style  to  the  capacity  and  taste  of  the  largest 
circle  of  readers,  and  in  their  estimate  of  their  public,  they  are 
very  apt  to  aim  below  the  mark,  and  thus  gradually  to  deprave^ 
rather  than  elevate  and  refine,  the  taste  of  those  whom  they 
address^  Hence  arise  the  inflated  diction,  the  straining  after  effect, 
the  use  of  cant  phrases,  and  of  such  expressions  as  not  only  fall  in 
with,  but  tend  to  aggravate,  the  prevalent  evil  humors  and  pro- 
clivities of  the  time,  the  hyperbolical  tone  in  which  they  com- 
mend their  patrons  or  the  candidates  of  their  party,  and,  in  short, 
all  the  vices  of  exaggeration  of  style  and  language.  There  is,  how- 
ever, of  late  years,  a  great  improvement  in  the  literary  character 
of  the  English  and  American  newspapers.  The  London  TimeSy 
whatever  may  be  thought  of  its  moral  or  political  tendencies,  has 
long  employed  writers  of  surpassing  ability,  and  its  example  has 
done  much  to  elevate  the  tone  of  editorial  joumalship  in  both  the 
countries  which  employ  its  language.  The  pet  phrases  of  hack 
journalists,  the  euphemism  that  but  lately  characterized  the 
American  newspapers,  are  fast  giving  place  to  less  affected  and 
more  appropriate  forms  of  expression.  It  is  only  the  lowest  claas 
of  DaUiea  that  still  regard  'woman'  as  not  an  honorable  or  re- 
spectful designation  of  the  sex,  and  it  is  in  their  columns  alone, 
that,  in  place  of  "  well-dressed  "  or  "  handsome  women,"  we  read 
of  "  elegantly  attired  females,"  and  of  "  beautiful  ladies."  The 
Anglican  newspaper  is  now — ^what  the  French  journal  long  has 
been — an  intellectual  organ,  an  authority  for  cultivated  circles  in 
politics,  in  letters,  in  sesthetics.  Besides  this,  it  is  the  popular 
guide  and  instructor  for  evil  and  for  good,  and  it  may  truly  be 
said  to  be  the  feature  most  characteristic  of  the  life  and  literature 
of  Anglo-Saxon  humanity  in  the  present  age. 

ing  some  common  prejudice  or  common  conviction  which  the  unlettered  have 
not,  till  then,  been  able  to  formulate,  will  be  seized  upon  by  the  masses,  and 
will  really  help  them  to  clearer  thought  and  juster  judgment  on  the  subject 
under  discussion.  At  the  same  time  it  must  be  admitted  that  the  effect  of  such 
striking  formularies  is  not  always  an  unmixed  intellectual  or  moral  gain.  They 
not  unf  rcquently  serve,  in  minds  of  a  certain  character,  to  crystallize  an  error, 
so  that  no  amount  of  argument,  however  conclusive  at  the  moment,  can  ever 
really  destroy  it 
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On  a  former  occasion,  I  spoke  of  the  difEasion  of  clasaical  litera- 
ture in  modem  Europe — ^the  first  great  result  of  the  invention  of 
printing — as  having  much  enlarged  the  English  and  other  Euro- 
pean vocabularies,  by  the  introduction  of  new  words  derived  from 
Oreek  and  Latin  roots.  But  the  revival  of  learning  was  not  un- 
accompanied with  effects  prejudicial  to  the  cultivation  of  the 
modem  languages,  and  to  their  employment  for  the  higher  pur- 
poses of  literature.  At  that  period,  most  of  them  were  poor  in 
vocabulary,  rude  and  equivocal  in  syntax,  misettled  in  orthogra- 
phy, distracted  with  variety  of  dialect,  and  unmelodious  in  articu- 
lation. Under  such  circumstances,  nothing  could  be  more  natural 
than  that  scholars  imbued  with  the  elegance,  the  power,  the 
majesty  of  the  ancient  tongues  and  of  the  immortal  works  which 
adorned  them,  should  have  preferred  to  employ,  as  a  vehicle  for 
their  own  thoughts,  a  language  which  the  church  had  everywhere 
diffused,  and  which  was  already  fitted  to  express  the  highest  con- 
ceptions of  the  human  intellect,  the  most  splendid  images  of  the 
human  fancy.  He  who  wrote  in  Latin  had  the  civilized  world 
for  his  public ;  he  who  used  a  modem  tongue  could  only  count  as 
readers  the  people  of  his  province,  or  at  most  of  a  comparatively 
narrow  sovereignty.  Until,  therefore,  by  a  slow  and  gradual  pro- 
cess, the  necessity  of  sympathy  and  intellectual  communication 
between  the  learned  and  the  ignorant,  had  enriched  the  vernacu- 
lar tongues  with  numerous  words  from  the  dialects  of  theology, 
and  ethics,  and  law,  and  literature,  but  few  scholars  ventured  to 
employ  so  humble  a  medium.  To  write  in  the  vulgar  speech  was 
a  humiliation,  a  degradation  of  the  thought  and  its  author,  and 
literary  works  in  the  modem  tongues  were  generally  prefaced  with 
an  apology  for  appearing  in  so  mean  a  dress. 

(888) 
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The  close  analogy  between  Latin  and  its  Komanoe  descendants 
much  facilitated  the  enrichment  of  the  dialects  of  Sonthem  Europe^ 
but  in  England  and  the  Continental  Gothic  nations,  the  stimulus 
of  the  Kef ormation  was  necessary  to  furnish  an  adequate  motive 
and  a  sufficient  impulse  for  a  corresponding  improvement  in  the 
respective  languages  of  those  peoples. 

Even  so  late  as  1544,  after  so  many  great  names  had  ennobled 
the  speech  of  England,  Ascham,  writing  on  the  familiar  and  pop- 
ular subject  of  Archery,  says,  that  it  "would  have  been  both 
more  profitable  for  his  study,  and  also  more  honest  for  his  name, 
to  have  written  in  another  tongue." 

"As  for  the  Latine  or  Greeke  tongue,''  continues  he,  "everye 
thinge  is  so  excellentlye  done  in  them,  that  none  can  do  better. ' 
In  the  Englishe  tongue,  contrary,  everye  thinge  in  a  manner  so 
meanlye  both  for  the  matter  and  handelinge,  that  no  man  can  do 
worse.  For  therein  the  least  learned,  for  the  most  part,  have 
bene  alwayes  most  readye  to  write.  And  they  which  had  least 
hope  in  I^tine,  have  been  most  bould  in  Englishe ;  when  surelye 
everye  man  that  is  most  readye  to  talke,  is  not  most  able  to 
write."  * 

One  of  the  most  obvious  modes  in  which  the  art  of  printing 
has  affected  language,  is,  that  by  the  cheapness  and  consequent 
multiplication  of  books,  and  by  the  greater  uniformity  and  legi- 
bility of  its  characters,  it  has  made  reading  much  easier  of  acqui- 
sition, and  thus  allowed  to  a  larger  proportion  of  those  who  use  a 
given  language  access  to  its  highest  standards  of  propriety  and 
elegance.  Of  course,  the  effects  of  thus  bringing  books  within 
the  reach  of  a  larger  class  will  be  measured,  as  between  different 
countries,  by  the  comparative  extent  to  which  literature  is  really 
diffused  in  them,  and  where  the  press  is  most  active  and  leajst  re- 
stricted, there  the  greatest  number  of  the  people  will  learn  to 
comprehend  and  use  the  language  of  books,  and  there  the  average 
standard  of  correctness  of  speech  will  be  relatively  highest. 

The  same  circumstances,  independently  of  the  superior  induce- 
ments to  authorship  of  which  I  have  already  spoken,  will  tend  to 
increase  the  number  of  aspirants  for  literary  fame,  for  where  all 
read,  many  will  feel  and  obey  the  impulse  to  write.    The  abun- 

•  Preface  to  Tozophflus. 
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dant  rivalries  thuB  created  in  every  field  of  intelleetnal  effort  are 
donbtleas  a  great  incentive  to  the  attainment  of  superior  excel- 
lence in  composition,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  fear  of  antici- 
pation, and  the  haste  to  reap  the  solid  rewards  of  successful 
authorship,  concur  to  promote  a  rapidity  of  production  which  ia 
inevitably  associated  with  some  negligence  in  point  of  form.  I 
cannot  but  think  that  a  perhaps  unconscious  sense  (if  that  phrase 
does  not  involve  a  contradiction)  of  the  necessity  of  rapid  produc- 
tion, had  some  influence  in  prompting  the  advice  given  to  young 
writers  by  authors  so  unlike  ajs  Cobbett  and  Kiebuhr.  ^^  Never 
think  of  mending  what  you  write ;  let  it  go ;  no  patching,"  says 
Oobbett,  in  his  strong  English,  ^^  Endeavor,"  says  Kiebuhr, 
"never  to  strike  out  any  thing  of  what  you  have  once  written 
down.  Punish  yourself  by  allowing  once  or  twice  some  thing  to 
pass,  though  you  see  you  might  give  it  better."  And  even  Gib- 
bon habitually  conformed  to  the  same  rule,  however  little  trace  of 
it  his  highly  artificial  style  betrays.^  That  this  method  has  its 
advantages  as  a  means  of  enforcing  caution  in  the  use  of  words  is 
doubtless  true,  and  perhaps  he,  who,  like  most  modem  writers, 
aims  only  to  influence  the  opinion  of  the  hour,  may  advantageous- 
ly use  the  popular  dialect,  which  will  usually  most  readily  sugg^ 
itself  to  him  who  writes  for  popular  effect.  But  whatever  may 
be  the  influence  of  the  practice  on  the  writer  himself,  however  it 
may  affect  his  position  with  his  contemporaries,  it  cannot  but  have 
a  prejudidal  result  as  respects  the  idiom  of  the  language,  and  the 
permanence  of  the  works  which  are  composed  in  it.  Upon  these 
points,  the  experience  and  judgment  of  aU  literature  are  to  the 
contrary  of  the  rule.  The  revamping  of  our  own  writings,  in- 
deed, after  an  interval  so  long  that  the  mental  status  in  which  we 
composed  them  is  forgotten,  and  cannot  be  conjured  up  and  re- 
vivified, is  a  dangerous  experiment,  but  literary  biography  fur- 

*  It  has  always  been  my  practice  to  cast  a  long  paragraph  in  a  single  mould, 
to  try  it  by  my  ear,  to  deposit  it  in  my  memory,  but  to  suspend  the  action  of 
the  pen  till  I  had  given  the  last  polish  to  my  work. — Gibbon,  Memoirs,  Chap.  ix. 

And  in  chapter  x.,  speaking  of  his  history,  he  says,  "  My  first  rough  manu- 
script, without  any  intermediate  copy,  has  been  sent  to  the  press." 

It  appears  from  Ticknor's  Life  of  Preeoott,  that  the  latter  carried  this  prac- 
tice 10  far  as  to  be  able  to  compose  mentally  tioBty  pages  of  his  historical  works, 
which  he  would  dictate  to  an  amanuensis  at  a  six^le  sitting. 
17 
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nishes  the  most  abundant  proofs,  that,  in  all  ages,  the  works  which 
stand  afi  tyjies  of  language  and  composition,  have  been  of  slow 
and  laborious  production,  and  have  undergone  the  most  careful 
and  repeated  revision  and  emendation.*  Especially  is  this  true  with 
regard  to  the  oratorical  dialect  Great  practice,  strong  passion, 
and  a  fervid  imagination  may  confer  the  gift  of  unstudied  elo- 
quence, but  the  orations  which  after-ages  read  with  applause  are 
almost  never  the  result  of  unpremeditated  effort  Celebrated 
speakers  prepare  their  impromptus  beforehand  to  an  extent  in- 
credible to  those  who  are  not  familiar  with  their  habits,  or,  at  the 
least,  they  make  them,  by  subsequent  revision,  very  different  in 
diction  from  the  volley  of  winged  words  which  the  excitement 
of  debate  may  have  shot  forth.  Demosthenes,  the  greatest  master 
of  eloquence  whose  works  remain  in  a  written  form,  never  ven- 
tured to  address  an  audience  without  laborious  preparation,  and  we 
know  from  the  younger  Pliny,  that  the  Boman  advocates  of  his 
time  carefully  studied  their  speeches  before  delivery,  and  scru- 
pulously corrected  and  amplified  them  in  writing  them  out  after- 
wards. 

In  recent  times,  the  press  has  become  what  the  Senate  and  the 
Forum  were  in  the  old  republics,  but  the  rapid  movement  of 
modem  society  is  unfavorable  to  the  leisurely  execution,  the 
finish  and  completeness  of  literary  works,  and,  of  course,  to 
polish  and  accuracy  of  language.  He  who  writes  for  a  fickle,  a 
restless,  or  a  progressive  public,  must  take  the  tide  at  its  flow, 
and  if  he  follows  the  Horatian  precept,  and  spends  nine  years  in 
the  elaboration  and  recension  of  his  book,  or  in  pausing  to  allow 

*  Not  to  speak  of  the  endless  limm  labor  of  ancient  classic  literature,  perfec- 
tion of  manner  has  been  attained  by  modem  writers  only  by  similar  methods. 
The  stylistic  ability  of  an  author  must  always  be  estimated  with  reference  to 
the  innate  power  of  expression  possessed  by  the  language  he  uses.  Thus  tried, 
Pascal  and  Paul  Louis  Courier  are  by  far  Uie  greatest  stylists  of  modem  times, 
and  we  have  no  English  writer  who  can  compare  with  either,  in  perfect  adap- 
tation of  the  expression  to  the  thought,  or  in  flowing  ease  and  gracefulness  of 
diction.  This  excellence  in  both  cases  was  the  fruit  of  the  most  ceaseless  and 
persevering  labor  in  revision  and  correction.  Marvellous  as  is  the  perfectioii 
of  Goethe's  style,  he  does  not  always  impress  you  with  the  conviction  that  he 
has  exhausted  the  utmost  resources  of  his  native  tongue,  and  it  is  remarkable 
that  one  of  his  most  felicitously  expressed  productions  is  a  translation  from 
the  French — the  Rameau's  Nephew  of  Diderot — in  which  the  fluent  beau^  of 
the  original  is  admirably  rendered,  witJii  little  sacrifice  of  the  (jkrman  idiom. 
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himself  time  for  cool  criticism,  he  will  find  that  he  comes  too 
late.  The  world  in  its  swift  adyanoement  has  alreadj  passed  far 
beyond  him. 

The  nniyersalitjr  of  literature,  brought  abont  throngh  its  gen- 
eral popularization  by  the  press,  has  not  only  given  birth  to  a 
more  nnmerons  class  of  producers,  but  has  made  it  much  more 
truly  an  expression  or  exponent  of  the  mind  and  tendencies  of 
the  time  and  people,  than  in  the  ages  which  preceded  the  inven- 
tion of  printing.  In  every  country  of  the  civilized  world,  there 
is  a  maidf est  drift  in  some  particular  direction,  and  literary  effort 
of  all  sorts  feels  the  impulse  of  the  current  The  perpetual,  all- 
embracing  inter-communication  between  mind  and  mind,  through 
the  press,  stamps  upon  all  the  same  tendencies,  the  same  course 
of  thought,  the  same  proximate  condusionB.  Society  is  more  in 
tensely  sociaL  Men  are  become  more  deeply  imbued  with  the 
spirit  of  a  common  humanity,  and  know  and  participate  in  each 
other's  intellectual  condition.  There  is  a  remarkable  proof  of 
this  in  the  perpetually  repeated  instances  of  concurrent  mental 
action  between  unconnected  individuals.  Not  only  does  almost 
every  new  mechanical  contrivance  originate  with  half  a  dozen 
different  inventors  at  the  same  moment,  but  the  same  thing  is 
true  of  literary  creation.  If  you  conceive  a  striking  thought,  a 
beautiful  image,  an  apposite  illustration,  which  you  know  to  be 
original  with  yourself,  and  delay  for  a  twelvemonth  to  vindicate 
your  priority  of  daim  by  putthig  it  on  record,  you  will  find  a 
dozen  scattered  authors  simultaneously  uttering  the  same  thing. 
There  are  in  the  human  mind  unfathomable  depths,  out  of  which 
gush,  unbidden,  the  well-springs  of  poesy  and  of  thought ;  there 
are  mines,  uniUuminated  even  by  the  lamp  of  consciousness, 
where  the  intellect  toils  in  silent,  sleepless  seclusion,  and  sends 
up,  by  invisible  machinery,  the  ore  of  hidden  veins,  to  be  smelt- 
ed and  refined  in  the  light  of  open  day.  The  press,  which  has 
done  so  much  to  reveal  man  to  man  and  thereby  to  promote  the 
reciprocal  action  of  each  upon  his  fellow,  has  established  new 
sympathies  between  even  these  mysterious  abysses  of  our  wonder- 
ful and  fearful  being,  and  thus  contributed  to  bring  about  a  one- 
ness of  character  which  unmistakably  manifests  itself  in  oneness 
of  thought  and  oneness  of  speech. 

The  law  of  copjnright,  though  we  have  evidence  in  Martial  and 
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other  writers  that  ancient  anthors  were  sometimes  paid  by  book- 
sellers for  their  works,  is  a  result  of  the  art  of  printing,  and 
could  be  of  Httle  value  without  it.  It  has  rendered  no  other 
8n*vice  to  literature  than  the  very  doubtful  one  of  furnishing  a 
pecuniary  inducement  to  literary  effort  The  privil^e  of  copy- 
right was  not  originally  granted  as  a  reward  and  stmiiilus  to 
authorship,  but  as  a  protection  to  the  printer  against  a  dangerous 
competition,  for  it  extended  as  weU  to  editions  of  the  classics  as 
to  contemporaneous  productions,  and  of  course  the  benefit  to 
authors  was  but  incidentaL  In  fact,  it  is  but  lately  that  it  could 
have  operated  at  aU  as  a  reward  to  English  writers,  for  until  the 
last  centuiy,  the  price  of  the  copyright  of  original  English  works 
was  in  general  hardly  as  much  as  the  cost  of  the  paper  on  which 
they  were  written.  The  Continental  booksellers  seem  to  have 
paid  more  liberally  a  century  previous.*  At  this  day,  it  may  be 
doubted  whether  a  single  work  of  permanent  value,  in  the  litera- 
ture of  any  living  language,  owes  its  existence  to  the  protection 
afforded  by  law.  Books  which  are  composed  only  because  they 
will  sell,  are  swiftly  written,  swiftly  read,  and,  as  they  deserve, 
swiftly  forgotten,  while  those  which  are  destined  to  produce  a 
deep  and  lasting  impression,  scarcely  win  their  way  to  popular 
favor  and  an  authoritative  position,  until  the  privilege  of  copy- 
right has  expired  by  legal  limitation.  There  are  abuses  connect- 
ed with  this  privUege,  which  are  highly  detrimental  to  the  inter- 
ests of  Uterature.  The  exclusive  right  of  printing  a  particular 
book  is,  in  the  hands  of  wealthy  publishers,  a  means  of  prevent- 
ing the  publication  of  other  and  perhaps  better  books  on  the 
same  subject,  and  thus  that  which  ought  to  be  an  encouragement 
to  effort,  is  made  to  operate  so  as  to  discountenance  the  attempts 
of  rivals  in  the  same  field.  The  proprietor  of  a  book,  which, 
from  its  nature,  as  a  dictionary  or  a  school-book,  is  largely  in  de- 
mand, will  supply  booksellers  with  his  wares  only  upon  condition 
that  tliey  wiU  sell  no  rival  work.     A  combination  between  three 

*  He  took  nothing  of  Printers  for  his  copies,  as  he  writeth,  saying :  "  I 
have  no  plenty  of  money,  and  thus  yet  I  deale  with  the  Printers ;  I  receive 
nothing  from  them  for  recompense  of  my  many  copies.  Sometimes  I  receive 
of  them  one  copy.  This  I  thinke  is  due  to  me,  whereas  other  writers,  yea 
translators,  for  every  eight  leaves,  have  an  angd."— Life  of  Luther,  Ahet 
Rediviv.,  p.  48. 
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or  four  large  pnblishmg  bouses,  each  having  its  own  copyrights, 
may  thus  exclude  from  sale  one  set  of  books  and  force  another 
upon  the  market  with  very  little  regard  to  the  opinion  of  com* 
potent  judges  as  to  the  merits  of  either.  Besides  this,  most  of 
the  Eeviews,  and  to  some  extent  the  newspapers,  are  controlled 
by  book-publishers,  and  thus  criticism  is  forestalled,  and  an  arti- 
ficial public  opinion  created,  which  not  only  gives  currency  to 
inferior  productions,  and  bestows  upon  their  authors  the  rewards 
which  excellence  alone  ought  to  secure,  but  vitiates  the  taste  of 
the  age,  and  lowers  the  standard  of  composition,  by  holding  up 
as  models  for  imitation,  writings  which  deserve  only  to  be  point- 
ed at  as  examples  to  be  shunned. 

Souihey,  in  his  Cofloquiee,  makes  the  remarkable  statement, 
that  ^^  one  of  the  first  effects  of  printing  was  to  make  proud  men 
look  upon  learning  as  disgraced,  by  being  thus  brought  within 
reach  of  the  common  people."  "  When  laymen  in  humble  life,'* 
continues  he,  ^^  were  enabled  to  procure  books,  the  pride  of  the 
aristocracy  took  an  absurd  course,  insomuch  that  at  one  time  it 
was  deemed  derogatory  to  a  nobleman  if  he  could  read  or  write. 
Even  scholars  th^nselves  complained  that  the  reputation  of  learn- 
ing, and  the  respect  due  to  it,  and  its  rewards,  were  lowered  when 
it  was  thrown  open  to  all  men.  Even  in  this  island,  ignorance 
was  for  some  generations  considered  to  be  a  mark  of  distinction^ 
by  which  a  man  of  gentle  birth  chose,  not  unfrequently,  to  make 
it  apparent  that  he  was  no  more  obliged  to  live  by  tiie  toil  of  hig 
brain,  than  by  the  sweat  of  his  brow." 

The  feeling  which  Southey  ascribes  to  the  ^^  pride  of  the  aris- 
tocracy," was  really  an  effect  of  ecclesiastical  jealousy.  There  is 
little  evidence  to  show  that  the  aristocracy  were  more  deplorably 
ignorant  after  the  introduction  of  printing  than  before,  but  there 
is  abundant  proof  that  the  new  art  was  regarded  with  dislike  by 
the  church,  when  employed  for  any  purpose  but  the  multiplica- 
tion and  cheapening  of  the  Latin  books  required  for  the  use  of 
the  dei^  themselves.  To  the  same  cause  we  are  to  ascribe  the 
fact,  ofte^  noticed  as  a  singular  one,  that  Caxton  printed  very 
few  religious  books.  Sir  Thomas  More  expressly  declares,  that 
Oaxton  refrained  from  printing  the  Bible  in  English,  because  he 
feared  that  the  penalties,  ordained  by  Archbishop  Arundel  for 
copying  or  using  Wydiffe's  Bible,  would  be  corruptly  and  illegal- 
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Ij  enforced  against  cmy  English  translation  of  the  sacred  volnme. 
For  such  religions  books  in  Latin  as  wonld  have  been  allowed  to 
be  printed,  there  was  fortunately  little  demand  in  England,  and 
to  the  great  benefit  of  the  English  language  and  literature,  Cax- 
ton  was  not  only  left  free,  but  obliged,  to  confine  the  operations  of 
his  press  almost  wholly  to  the  publishing  of  English  books.  The 
English  priests,  themselves,  were  at  that  period  as  ignorant  as  are 
those  of  the  Oriental  churches  at  the  present  moment  We  leam 
from  Fuller,  that  early  in  Queen  EUzabeth's  reign  the  clergy  were 
ordered  to  con  over  the  lessons  by  themselves  once  or  twice  be- 
fore every  service,  in  order  that  they  might  be  able  to  read  them 
fluently  to  the  congregation. 

The  art  of  printing,  especially  since  its  wide  employment  by 
the  periodical  press,  has  been  a  most  influential  agency  in  extir- 
pating local  peculiarities  of  dialect,  and  producing  the  general 
uniformity  with  which  the  English  language  is  spoken  and  writ- 
ten wherever  it  is  used  at  alL  Persons  who  study  our  American 
speech  cannot  fail  to  notice,  that  there  is  among  us  a  tendency  to 
pronounce  words,  and  especially  proper  names,  more  in  accord- 
ance with  their  orthography,  and  to  make  fewer  exceptions  to 
general  rules,  than  in  England.  The  most  obvious,  though  not 
the  only  cause  of  this,  is  the  universality  of  the  ability  to  read 
and  wiite,  which  modem  society  in  free  countries  owes  to  the  art 
of  printing.  Where  all  read,  most  persons  first  become  acquainted 
with  the  names  of  distant  localities,  of  eminent  persons,  and  of 
new  objects,  through  the  press,  and  not  by  the  ear.  Kames  so 
learned  will  of  course  be  pronounced  according  to  the  r^ular 
orthoepy  of  the  language,  and  thus  a  general  pronunciation,  often 
very  discordant  from  the  local  one,  becomes  established.  In 
the  cajse  of  foreign  words,  proper  or  common,  we  are  prepared  to 
find,  among  persons  acquainted  only  with  English,  as  the  mass  of 
those  to  whom  that  language  is  vernacular  necessarily  must  be,  a 
pronunciation  of  such  names  widely  different  from  the  native 
articulation.  However  repulsive,  therefore,  such  distortions  of 
names  may  be  to  those  familiar  with  them  in  their  original  or- 
thoepy, we  are  not  surprised  to  hear  the  name  of  the  great  bank- 
ers of  Europe  popularly  pronounced  Hdihchlld^  or  American 
artists,  of  foreign  extraction,  spoken  of  respectively,  as  Rdthr 
ermd^  and  OoUa^halk.    Indeed,  a  strict  conformity  to  the  native 
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pronunciation  of  names,  belonging  to  langnages  whose  orthograph- 
ical BTstem  differs  mnch  from  onr  own,  is  generally  considered  an 
offensive  affectation,  and  a  great  British  orator,  who  was  as  f amil* 
iar  with  French  as  with  English,  is  said  to  have  been  so  scrupn* 
lons  on  this  point,  that,  in  his  parliamentary  speeches,  he  habitusdly 
spoke  of  an  important  French  port  as  the  city  of  Bordeana?.  In  Eng- 
land, the  names  of  families  and  of  towns  are  often  very  strangely 
cormpted,  not  in  vnlgar  pronnnciation  alone,  bat  by  the  general  ns- 
age  of  the  highest  classes.  Thns  the  originally  French  name,  now 
naturalized  in  England  and  America,  which  is  spelt  (and  with  ns 
pronounced)  Beauchamp,  is  in  England  called  Beeclumh  /  Belvoir 
is  Beever  ^  Saint  John,  Simjcni  Oholmondeley,  Chwmley  ^  Cir- 
encester, Siseter^  and  Alexander  Gill  tells  ns  that  in  his  time 
Daubridg&<K)iirt  was  prononnced  Dabaoot  Some  of  these  cor- 
mptions,  at  least,  are  old  ones,  for  Froissart,  who,  as  a  foreigner, 
spelt  Engh'flh  names  by  the  ear,  writing  about  the  year  1400,  uses 
jSussebntr  for  Oirencester,  and  Beaohcmie  for  Beauchamp.  Even 
as  late  as  1651,  I  find  Montgomery  spelt  in  Abel  Bedivivus 
Mtmgumry*  The  originid  orthography  of  aU  Hieee  names  is 
now  recovered,  and  strangers,  finding  them  in  books  of  travel  and 
newspapers,  will  of  course  pronounce  them  as  they  are  spelled. 
So  strong,  indeed,  is  the  tendency  in  this  country  to  confirm  or- 
thography and  speech,  that  in  some  instances  the  spelling  of 
English  names  has  been  altered  to  suit  the  family  and  neighbor- 
hood pronunciation.  An  example  of  this  is  found  in  a  name 
which  is  written  and  pronounced  differently,  Eirkland,  Cartland, 
and  CatUn,  by  different  branches  of  the  family  and  in  different 
locaHties,  though  Kirkland  is  doubtless  the  original  form  of  all  of 
them.  A  similar  instance  may  be  noted  in  Campbell,  Kimball, 
Kemble.  So  the  name  Worcester  has,  in  some  of  the  families 
that  bear  it,  been  conformed  to  a  loose  pronunciation,  and  is  spelt 
Wooster.  These  changes  in  spelling  American  family  names  were 
made  at  an  early  day,  when,  though  the  ability  to  read  was  as 
general  as  now,  yet  books  and  newspapers,  and  of  course  the  op- 
portunities for  reading,  were  much  fewer.    At  present,  the  tend- 

♦  The  Saxon  Chronicle,  MXGV.,  s^laohBsMuntgumrp,  and  Heniy  of  Hunt- 
ington, Mungum&rie.  In  this  word  and  the  like  the  Ob  now  felt  by  the  speaker, 
if  not  Jieard  by  the  auditor.  Will  it  not  be  distinctly  heard  by  the  next  gener- 
ation in  England,  as  it  is  even  now  often  heard  in  America  ? 
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ency  ie  in  the  opposite  directioD,  and  many  oarrupted  name6  have 
been  restored  both  to  the  original  spelling  and  orthoepy.  In 
England,  changes  of  either  sort  are  made  with  somewhat  greater 
difficnlty,  bnt  there  too,  since  the  multiplication  of  railroads^  and 
since  names,  formerly  less  frequently  seen  in  a  written  form,  are 
constantly  recurring  in  newspapers,  railway  tables,  and  the  like, 
and  of  course  oftener  used  by  strangers  to  the  local  orthoepy  and 
by  them  pronounced  as  written,  there  is  observed  an  evident 
tendency,  even  in  the  natives  of  towns  hitherto  so  oddly  miscalled, 
to  accommodate  the  spoken  form  to  the  orthography,  and  to  re- 
store the  names  to  their  ancient  fulness  of  articulation.  Thu%  in 
the  case  of  names  widely  disseminated  by  printing,  the  distant 
popular  majority,  who  Imow  the  word  only  by  its  spelling,  are 
carrying  the  day  over  the  neighboring  few  who  have  learned  it 
by  the  ear,  and  the  letter  is  likely  at  last  to  triumph,  and  bring 
back  the  tongae  to  the  primitive  or  an  approximate  pronuncia- 
tion. Areformof  thisnatm^supportedasitifibytheoon. 
stanily  increasing  influence  of  the  press,  cannot  stop  with  mere 
names,  and  a  few  years  will  probably  free  spoken  Englifih  from 
some  of  that  dippings  crowding,  and  confusion  of  syllables,* 
which  three  centuries  ago  led  Charles  Y.  to  compare  it  to  the 
whistling  of  birds,  and  which,  in  its  modem  exaggerated  fonn,  is 
a  still  more  disagreeable  peculiarity  of  its  pronunciation. 

The  same  causes  have  produced  similar  effects  in  other  coun- 
tries, and  persons  familiar  with  Continental  phonology  cannot 
but  observe  a  growing  inclination  to  give  a  fuller  utterance  to 
obscure  sounds,  and  to  articulate  letters  hitherto  unpronounced, 
or,  if  sounds  have  been  irrecoverably  lost,  to  omit  the  letters 
which  once  expressed  them.  This  is  most  readily  noticeable  in 
French,  because  the  number  of  silent  letters  is  greater  in  that 

*  There  were  current  in  English,  as  late  as  the  17th  century,  manj  synco- 
pated phrases  which  have  almost  wholly  disappeared  since  reading  and  writ- 
ing have  become  general.  Two  of  these  are  mentioned  in  the  French  gram- 
mar prefixed  to  Cotgrave's  French-English  Dictionary,  16S0,  SeeUon  cf  Ckmmh 
nanii, — muskiditU,  for,  much  good  may  it  doe  to  you  ;  and  Qodigodhk,  for,  Gifd 
give  you  good  evening.  So  Oodge,  for,  God  give  you  (or  ye) ;  dieh,  for,  do  it  you 
(or  ye) ;  both  which,  when  their  origin  was  forgotten,  were  followed  by  an- 
other pronoun  or  other  objective,  as  Ghdge  you  good  morrow.  Much  good  diek 
thy  good  heart.  Even  in  Italy,  clear  as  is  the  usual  articulation,  we  hear  soch 
expressions  as  cido,  tot  the  complimentary  phrase,  «0Amm»  euo. 
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than  in  any  other  European  language,  and  a  comparison  of  re- 
cent and  older  works  on  French  pronunciation  will  show  that 
final  and  radical  consonants  are  now,  according  to  the  best  usage, 
articulated  in  many  cases  where  they  were  formerly  silent  Pals- 
grave, whose  French  Grammar  was  printed  in  1530,  speaking  of 
French  pronunciation,  says,  '^  What  oonsonantes  soever  they  write 
in  any  worde  for  the  kepynge  of  trewe  orthographic,  yet  so  moche 
covyt  they  in  redyng  or  spekyng  to  have  all  theyr  vowelles  and 
dipthongues  derly  herde,  that  betwene  two  vowelles,  whether 
they  chaunce  in  one  worde  alone,  or  as  one  worde  f  ortuneth  to 
f olowe  after  another,  they  never  sounde  but  one  consonant  at 
ones,  in  so  moche  that,  if  two  different  oonsonantes,  that  is  to  say, 
not  beyng  both  of  one  sorte,  come  together  betweene  two  vow- 
elles, they  leve  the  fyrst  of  them  unsounded."  He  then  gives  a 
list  of  one  hundred  and  nine  words,  where  a  preceding  another 
consonant  is  pronounced,  as  exceptions  to  the  general  rule.  It 
appears  from  Beza  that  there  were  some  other  exceptions,  but 
he  also  recognizes  the  rule.  Printing,  and  the  consequent  diffu- 
sion of  a  grammatical  knowledge  of  the  language,  have  had  the 
effect,  first,  of  expelling  from  the  orthography  a  portion  of  these 
silent  consonants,  and  secondly,  of  changing  the  pronunciation 
and  bringing  it  more  into  accordance  with  the  spelling,  by  intro- 
ducing the  articulaticm  of  consonants  formeiiy  ^unsounded.' 
This  double  process  is  still  going  on,  and  we  may  venture  to 
predict,  that  the  spelling  and  the  orthoepy  of  Fi^ch  will  be 
much  less  irreconcilable  a  century  hence  than  they  are  at  present* 

*  Palsgrave  gives  the  figured  pronunciation  of  a  few  sentences  and  single 

words  by  way  of  illuBtrating  his  rules.    In  these  examples  the  following 

words  occur: 

^SeUm,       figured  pronunciation,  diton. 

acfjuger,  "  "  ajuger. 

multitude,       "  "  moutitude. 

sutetanoe,       "  "  sustance. 

scoulpture  (sculpture),    "  scouture. 

mortet,  "  "  mort6. 

dertiner,  "  ••  d^tiner. 

lequef,  "  "  lek6. 

election,  "  "  elesion. 

c61erte,  "  •*  caete. 

Palsgrave,  28,  60,  62. 
In  1701,  eroire  was  pronounced  er&re.    See  Littr6  in  v,  croire. 
According  to  the  same  authority.  Hist.  XL  Sidde,  Yol.  2,  p.  907,  ro^  was 
17* 
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I  have  shown,  in  a  former  lecture,  that  the  mechanical  difficul- 
ties of  the  art  of  printing  at  first  tended  to  increase  the  existing 
confusion  and  uncertainty  of  English  orthography;  but  after 
these  difficulties  were  overcome,  as  they  seem  to  have  been  soon 
after  the  publication  of  the  first  editions  of  King  James's  Bible, 
the  influence  of  printing  waB  in  the  contrary  direction,  and  our 
spelling  has  within  two  hundred  years  undergone  far  fewer  and 
less  important  changes  than  our  vocabulary.  In  both  these  par- 
ticulars, the  art  is  now  eminently  conservative ;  in  the  former, 
merely  sustaining  that  which  has  once  become  established,  but  in 
the  latter  both  preserving  the  old  and  freely  admitting  the  new* 
With  so  large  a  number  of  public  libraries  usually  well  secured 
against  destruction  by  negligence  or  violence,  scarcely  any  book 
can  become  absolutdy  extinct ;  and  every  word,  once  introduced 
into  our  printed  literature,  may  fairly  be  said  to  have  become  im- 
perishable. We  find  in  old  authors  many  words  now  disused, 
and  others  which  are  wholly  unintelligible.  These,  in  some  in- 
stances, turn  out  to  be  typograhical  errors,  but  the  industry  of 
etymologists  is  continually  discovering  the  meaning  of  old  words 
not  hitherto  understood,  and  reviving  obsolete  or  obsolescent  ex- 
pressions, which  the  revolutions  of  time  and  circumstance  have 
again  made  needful  or  convenient  Thus  the  boast  of  printing, 
that  it  is  the  art  which  is  the  general  conservator  of  all  arts, 

both  spelled  and  pronounced  rei,  and  the  orthography  was  altered  btfore  the 
change  in  pronunciation  took  place. 

G&iin,  a  very  high  authority  in  French  philology,  ohserreB : 

"  Aujourd'hui  il  n'est  pas  un  petit  conunis  de  magasin  qui  ne  se  pique  de 
f  aire  sonner  les  liaisons  quand  il  raisonne  sur  Tor  t-€mtiqite,  ou  se  plaint  d'avoir 
frai  Uattx  pieds,  ou  s'accuse  avec  fatuit6  deiestar  t-enver  z-^Ue" 

The  tendency  to  pronoimce  the  final  consonants  (which  is  but  a  single  case 
of  the  rehabilitation  of  disfranchised  letters  in  French  phonology)  is  ascribed 
by  G^enin  to  the  influence  of  the  theatre,  where  the  articulation  of  consonants 
in  liaisana,  partly  for  metrical  reasons  and  partly  for  the  sake  of  distinctness, 
has  always  been  practised  in  versified  dramas.    G^nin  R6c.  Phil.  U.  425,  427. 

Doubtless  in  Paris,  and  in  France  at  large,  the  influence  of  the  theatre  on 
such  questions  is  very  great ;  but,  as  the  corresponding  change  in  English 
articulation  is  clearly  traceable,  not  to  theatrical  practice,  but  to  the  diifudon 
of  letters,  I  cannot  but  suppose  that  like  effects  in  France  may  be,  in  great 
part  at  least,  ascribed  to  the  same  cause. 

On  the  subject  of  changes  in  French  pronunciation,  see  also  Pelissier, 
Langue  Fran^um,  pp.  161,  266-7. 
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proves  eminentlj  true  with  respect  to  speech,  which  may  be  con- 
sidered as  an  art,  in  so  far  as  it  is  an  acquired,  not  a  purely  spon- 
taneous, self-developing  faculty. 

Printing  has  conferred  an  important  benefit  on  language,  by 
multiplying,  and  putting  within  the  reach  of  every  man,  books  of  a 
class  which,  when  literature  existed  only  in  a  written  form,  were 
rarer  than  those  of  almost  any  other  character.  I  refer  to  dic- 
tionaries, and  other  works  of  the  comprehensive  and  encyclopaedic 
dass,  which,  although  they  cannot  be  said  to  owe  their  existence 
to  printing,  yet  could  never  have  obtained  a  general  circulation 
without  it  We  know  that  ancient  literature  possessed  works  of 
this  kind,  but  they  were  so  little  multiplied,  that  scarcely  aay  of 
them  have  come  down  to  us ;  nor  did  lexicography  make  a  prog- 
ress correspondent  with  that  of  other  departments  of  knowledge, 
until  after  the  art  of  printing  had  been  long  employed  in  the  dif- 
fusion of  general  literature. 

The  multiplication  aad  improvement  of  dictionaries  are  matters 
especially  important  to  the  general  comprehension  of  English, 
both  bemuse  of  its  great  copiousness,  and  more  particularly  on 
account  of  the  multifarious  character  of  its  sources,  and  its  little 
facility  of  derivation  and  composition.  Languages  which,  like 
Greek  and  German,  are  derived  by  simple  and  easily  understood 
rules  from  a  comparatively  small  number  of  roots,  contain  few 
words  not  intelligible  to  those  acquainted  with  their  familiar  and 
constantly  recurring  rudiments.  For  instance,  the  common  Ger- 
man-English dictionaries  contain  about  two  hundred  words  com- 
pounded of  h  a  1  b ,  the  equivalent  of  our  English  hoUf^  and  some 
other  equally  familiar  root,  the  meaning  of  every  one  of  which 
compounds  is  immediately  obvious  to  every  German.  In  Web- 
ster, I  find  fewer  than  fifty  compounds  into  which  our  KoHf  enters, 
its  place  being  taken  in  other  words  by  the  Greek  hemi,  the 
Latin  semi,  the  French  demi,  and  the  Italian  mezzo,  all 
of  which  are  unmeaning  to  the  Englishman,  and  their  explana- 
tions must  be  sought  in  dictionaries.  Although,  therefore,  from 
the  former  low  state  of  philological  learning  in  England  and 
America,  our  lexicography  is  far  behind  that  of  most  Continental 
nations,  yet  no  modem  language  so  essentially  requires  the  aid  of 
dictionaries  as  the  English. 

Printing  has  also  introduced  a  multitude  of  other  facilities  for 
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letter  is,  generallj,  much  smaller  than  manuscript,  and  as  mann 
scripts  in  the  volume,  or  roll-form,  were  usually  written  on  one 
side  only,  the  bulk  of  a  printed  book  is  very  much  less  than  that 
of  the  same  matter  written  by  the  hand.  Hence  we  have,  within 
the  compass  of  a  hand-volume,  a  dictionary  or  other  book  of  refer- 
ence, which,  in  an  ancient  library,  would  have  filled  a  compart- 
ment ;  and  the  convenience  of  consulting  it  is  increased  in  much 
the  same  proportion  as  its  compression. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  facilities  of  production  have  multiplied 
the  mass  of  books  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  needs  of  literature. 
The  cost  of  a  book  lies  mainly  in  what  printers  call  composition, 
that  is,  the  arrangement  of  the  type  and  pages  to  receive  the  im- 
pression. The  amount  of  this  item  is  the  same  for  one  copy  as 
for  a  hundred  thousand,  and  the  typographical  composition  of 
a  volume  is  scarcely  more  expensive  than  the  execution  of  a  single 
copy  carefully  written  by  hand.  Every  successive  repetition  of  a 
manuscript  costs  as  much  as  the  first,  and  each,  of  course,  as  much 
as  the  type-setting  for  a  whole  edition  of  a  printed  book.  Hence, 
an  ancient  author,  who  desired  a  wide  and  permanent  circulation 
for  his  book,  would  study  to  confine  it  within  such  limits  of  bulk 
and  price,  that  it  could  be  repeated  and  multiplied  without  an 
extravagant  tax  on  the  purses  of  his  public.  But  when  the  cost 
of  books  was  so  reduced  by  printing  that  the  price  of  one  ancient 
volume  would  buy  a  library,  and  a  publisher  could  circulate  a 

letters,  and  of  course,  if  engraved  with  equal  minuteness,  the  whole  Iliad  would 
be  contained  within  the  compass  of  less  than  forty-two  square  inches,  or,  in 
other  words,  on  a  slip  of  paper  one  inch  wide  and  twenty-one  inches  long, 
printed  on  both  sides. 

The  title  of  Mr.  Toppan's  engraving  can  be  made  out,  and,  in  a  very  strong 
light,  much  more  of  it  read,  without  a  magnifier,  at  least  by  the  microscoj^c 
vision  of  a  near-sighted  person,  but  the  height  of  the  letters  does  not  exceed  the 
150th  part  of  an  inch,  and  it  cannot  be  said  to  be  legible  to  the  naked  eye. 
Lalanne  says,  that  Uuet  proved  by  experiment,  that  a  thin  parchment,  measur- 
ing 27  by  2U  centimetres,  which  would  give  an  area  of  89  square  inches,  writ 
ten  on  both  sides,  would  contain  the  Iliad,  and  such  a  parchment,  he  observes, 
would  readily  go  into  a  common-sized  nut.  Mr.  Toppan  might  double  the 
height  and  width  of  his  letters  and  spaces,  and  stiU  print  the  whole  Iliad  on  oim 
side  of  such  a  leaf. 

Among  the  impudent  forgeries  of  the  notorious  Simonides,  there  were  manu- 
scripts of  wonderful  beauty  of  execution,  and  written  in  chaiacterB  almost  ai 
minute  as  those  of  Mr.  Toppan's  engraving. 


Ljbct.  XXI.]  EXTENT  OF  LIBBABIES.  899 

hundred  copies  for  a  less  sum  than  was  formerly  expended  in  pro- 
ducing one,  the  necessity  of  conciseness  and  compression  was  no 
longer  felt.  While,  therefore,  the  immortal  history  of  Thucydides, 
which,  after  three  and  twenty  centuries,  numbers  hardly  fewer 
readers  than  in  the  days  of  its  greatest  domestic  glory,  may  be 
contained  in  two  pocket  volumes,  Thuanus  in  the  sixteenth  cen- 
tuiy  extends  hifl  narrative  of  the  evente  of  a  few  years,  on  a  narrow 
theatre,  to  seven  folios,  the  weight  of  which  has  already  crushed 
the  fabric  of  their  author's  fame.  So  numerous  have  books  be- 
come, by  modem  facilities  of  production  and  reproduction,  that 
men  of  varied  tastes  and  multifarious  reading  can  find  time  to 
peruse  nothing.  They  skim  over  books,  or  as  the  French  ex- 
pressively say,  they  parcourent  les  livres,  run  through 
them,  study  them  by  tables  of  contents  and  indexes.  ^^What, 
read  books  I "  said  one  of  the  great  lights  of  European  physiologi- 
cal science  to  a  not  less  eminent  American  scholar,  '^  I  never  read 
a  book  in  my  life,  except  the  Bible."  He  had  time  only  to  glance 
over  the  thousands  of  volumes  which  lay  around  him,  to  consult 
them  occasionally,  to  excerpt  the  particular  facts  or  illustrations 
which  he  needed  to  aid  him  in  his  own  researches. 

The  elder  Pliny,  the  most  indefatigable  laborer,  the  most  vo- 
racious literary  glutton  of  ancient  times,  in  that  remarkable  dedi- 
cation of  his  Natural  History  which  I  have  just  cited,  says,  that 
he  had  collected  his  encyclopedia  out  of  two  thousand  volumes, 
written  by  one  hundred  approved  authors,  all  of  which  he  had 
diligentiy  read.*  Now,  to  judge  from  the  Herculanensian  manu- 
scripts, these  two  thousand  rolls  would  hardly  have  made  two 
hundred  fair  octavos,  and  this  was  probably  the  entire  library  of 
the  most  learned  of  the  Bomans.  In  modem  times,  scholars  by 
no  means  millionaires,  as  Thott  in  Denmark  and  Murr  in  Ger- 
many, have  collected  libraries  of  more  than  one  hundred  thousand 
volumes,  each  of  which  was  equivalent  to  many  of  Pliny's,  though 
we  may  well  doubt  whether  the  relative  value  was  proportioned 
to  the  bulk.f 

*  "  In  86  Books  I  have  oomprised  20,000  things,  all  worthie  of  regard  and 
consideration,  which  I  have  collected  out  of  2000  volumes  or  thereabout,  that 
I  have  diligently  read,  (and  yet  verie  few  of  them  there  be,  that  men  learned 
otherwise,  and  studious,  dare  meddle  withall,  for  the  deepe  matter  and  hidden 
secrets  therein  contained,)  and  those  written  by  100  several  elect  and  approved 
authors."    Holland's  Pliny.    Dedication. 

t  The  largest  libraries  which  royal  munificence  founded  in  ancient  times^ 
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The  art  of  stereotyping  has  greatly  increaBed  the  eajBe  of  malti- 
plication,  and,  in  books  mnch  in  demand,  lessened  the  cost  of  pro* 
duction,  and  of  course  augmented  the  pecuniary  profits  of  the 
publisher  and  the  author,  though  without  a  corresponding  reduc- 
tion of  price  to  the  consumer,  and  with  some  detriment  to  the 
interests  of  literature.  True  it  is,  that  a  writer  who  designs  to 
stereotype  his  work,  has  strong  inducements  to  cany  it  to  the 
highest  pitch  of  completeness  and  finish,  and  if  it  belongs  to  any 
department  of  progressive  knowledge,  to  bring  it  down  to  the 
latest  moment  in  the  history  of  his  subject  But  a  book  once 
stereotyped  is  substantially  immutable.  To  every  suggestion  of 
improvement,  to  every  exposure  of  eiTor,  every  azmouncement  of 
advancement  by  other  inquirers  in  the  same  field,  and  even  to 
new  thoughts  growing  out  of  his  own  researches  or  riper  refleo- 
tions,  the  author  must  reply,  with  Pilate,  '^  What  I  have  writtrai, 
I  have  written  I "  and  the  criticisms  of  friends  and  foes  alike  are 
but  arguments  after  judgment  The  possession  of  a  set  of  stereo- 
type plates  enables  a  capitalist  to  d^fy  competition.  What  printer 
will  bring  out  a  new  edition  of  a  book  which  he  can  afford  at  a 
dollar  a  volume,  when  he  knows  that  his  next-door  neighbor,  by 
means  of  his  stereotype  plates,  can  produce  the  same  book  in  a 
form,  which,  in  the  uncritical  judgment  of  the  public,  is  Utile  in- 
ferior, at  half  the  price }  Hence  the  art  of  stereotyping  is  one  of 
the  means  which  strengthen  the  tyrannical  monopoly  of  litera- 
ture to  which  I  have  before  alluded ;  and  though  it  may  serve 
to  diffuse  knowledge  more  widely,  it  tends  to  retard  its  real 
progress.* 

admitting  that  the  number  of  volumes  has  not  been  exaggerated,  were,  doubt* 
less,  much  inferior  in  quantity  of  matter  to  very  many  existing  collections  of 
printed  books.  The  most  extensive  library  before  the  invention  of  printing, 
of  which  we  have  credible  accounts,  was  that  of  Tripoli  in  Syria,  composed 
chiefly  of  Arabic  books,  and  destroyed  by  the  crusaders.  Christian  zealots 
have  declaimed  much  against  the  barbarism  of  Omar,  who  is  accused  of  the 
wanton  destruction  of  the  Alexandrian  library,  but  how  many  of  them  have 
stigmatized  the  equally  blind  and  culpable  fanaticism  which  led  the  champions 
of  the  cross  to  bum  the  far  larger  collection  at  Trii>oli,  Cardinal  Cisneros  to 
destroy  eighty  thousand  Arabic  manuscripts,  and  even  Fl^chier  to  applaud 
Cardinal  Ximencs  for  having  made  an  auto-da-fe  of  five  thousand  Korans  ? 

SeeViardot,  Histoire  des  Arabes  et  des  Mores  d'Espagne,  vol.  i.  chap.  1,  and 
vol.  ii.  chap.  ii.    Also,  Revue  Orientale,  II.,  495. 

*  In  England  and  the  United  States,  where  every  book  for  which  a  laig« 
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To  strike  the  exact  balance  between  the  various  mfluences  oi 
the  art  of  printing,  with  its  mechanical  conditions,  for  good  and 
for  evil,  is  to  earthly  faculties  impossible ;  but  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  to  the  improvement  of  language,  as  a  means  of  inter- 
communication between  all  the  ranks  of  humanity,  and  therefore  to 
the  general  elevation  of  humanity  itself  in  the  scale  of  being,  it  is 
the  most  important,  the  most  beneficent  of  the  inventions  of  man. 

circulation  is  expected  is  stereotyped,  the  last  edition  differs  from  the  first  only 
in  the  title-page,  which  is  renewed  every  year  as  regularly  as  the  Almanac^ 
and  which  heralds  it  as  the  80th  or  the  8,000th  edition  according  to  the  elasticity 
of  the  conscience  of  the  publisher.  In  Germany,  where  stereotyping  is 
little  practised,  the  small  editions  usually  printed  rapidly  succeed  each  other, 
and  almost  always  with  considerable  changes.  A  German  scholar,  in  his  first 
edition,  generally  examines  and  refutes  all  that  has  been  advanced  by  other 
writers  of  all  times  and  countries  upon  the  same  subject,  and  those  who  buy 
the  first  edition  are  fortunate  if  they  do  not  soon  find  that  the  author  has  made 
that  worthless,  by  refuting  himself  in  the  second.  There  is  never  an  end  to 
the  "Last  Words"  and  "More  Last  Words"  of  a  German  Baxter,  so  long  as 
he  lives,  and  you  are  safe  in  quoting  his  authority  only  from  Ostem  to 
Michaelis,  and  from  MichaeUs  to  Ostem,  because  every  new  Messe  brings 
with  it  either  a  recantation  of  his  former  views,  or  an  advance  upon  them. 

To  speak  seriously,  the  intellectual  independence  and  moral  courage  of 
Germany,  and  those  habits  of  persevering  and  continued  research  which  forbid 
the  scholars  of  that  country  to  settle  down  upon  the  results  of  even  their  own 
investigations  as  final  stereotyped  conclusions,  have  been  of  infinite  service  in 
promoting  the  increase  of  knowledge  and  extending  the  sphere  of  human 
thought 

I  would  gladly  have  added  some  speculations  on  the  influence  of  the  Tele- 
graph, and  its  inexorable  "  ten  words,"  on  language,  but  I  have  already  per- 
haps devoted  too  much  space  to  the  consideration  of  the  mechanical  conditions 
which  operate  on  human  speech. 

I  must,  however,  be  allowed  to  advert  to  one  fact  connected  with  the  history 
of  printing,  which  I  have  never  seen  explained,  or,  so  far  as  I  remember,  even 
alluded  to.  It  is,  that  in  the  seventeenth  century  (I  have  noticed  no  case  in 
the  sixteenth)  successive  editions  of  the  same  work,  though  differing  widely  in 
size  and  in  general  aspect  of  letter,  are  often  printed,  page  for  page,  line  for 
line,  and  word  for  word,  in  strict  conformity  with  the  prototype.  Thus  the 
first  four  editions  of  Sandys'  Travels  in  the  East,  ore  identical  in  arrangement 
of  the  matter  of  the  text.  The  two  editions  of  Bemal  Diaz,  Madrid,  1682, 
though  printed  with  very  different  types,  otherwise  exactly  correspond  to  each 
other,  except  that  one  of  them,  presumably  the  later,  contains  an  additional 
chapter  on  the  portentous  rains  of  reptiles — such  as  toads  and  the  like — as  well 
as  other  prodigies,  which  preceded  the  advent  of  the  terrible  Cortez.  Was  this 
conformity  for  convenience  of  reference  ?  Or  was  it  because  experience  had 
shown  that  the  printers'  journeymen  could  be  trained  to  follow  copy  exactly, 
bat  could  not  be  trusted  to  diverge  at  all  from  the  printed  page  ? 


LEOTUBE   XXII. 

OBTHOEPIQAL  0HANOB8  OT  ENGLIBH. 

Few  sabjects,  belonging  to  the  etadj  of  languages,  are  mors 
di£5[ciilt  of  investigation  than  the  successiye  changes  in  their  pro- 
nnnciation.  They  are  difficult,  becanse  the  memory  of  a  man  or 
a  generation,  which  almost  alone  preserves  the  record  of  such 
changes,  is  not  long  enough  to  admit  of  mutations  greater  than 
the  transposition  of  an  accent,  the  lengthening  or  shortening  of 
a  vowel,  and  the  like,  and  our  vocal  notation  is  so  incomplete 
and  irregular,  that  we  are  always  doubtful  what  sound  is  repre- 
sented by  any  given  combination  of  letters,  unless  in  the  case  of 
known  words  which  habit  has  rendered  famih'ar  to  the  ear.  The 
obsolete  words  which  occur  in  Chaucer  and  in  Spenser  are  al- 
most as  uncertain  in  their  sounds  as  if  they  belonged  to  an  un- 
known tongue.  We  are,  therefore,  much  in  the  dark  as  to  the 
fact  of  a  change  in  any  given  case,  and  it  is  seldom  that  we  can 
say  positively  how  any  one  word  was  pronounced  a  century  ago. 
But  in  the  few  cases  where  the  change  is  established,  we  are  gen- 
erally wholly  unable  to  account  for  it.  True,  there  are  observed 
in  all  nations,  all  languages,  tendencies  to  this  or  that  revolution 
in  pronunciation ;  but  whence  these  tendencies,  what  are  their 
laws,  and  what  connection  have  they  with  changes  in  the  sig- 
nification of  words,  or  their  combination  in  periods  ?  *     In  the 

*  The  following  remarks  will  illustrate  what  I  mean  by  the  connectioD 
between  orthoepical  and  syntactical  changes.  In  all  languages,  and  especially 
in  those  where  there  is  a  marked  tendency  to  the  coalescence  of  successiye 
articulations,  as  in  Greek  and  in  English,  the  pronunciation  of  consonants  is 
much  affected  by  the  character  of  the  sounds  which  precede  or  which  follow 
them.  In  modem  Greek,  k  preceded  by  y  or  by  v,  takes  the  sound  of  our  g 
hard,  and  &v  k&tttu  is  pronounced  ang-gbptoh ;  if  tt  is  preceded  by  v,  the  v 
assumes  the  sound  of  /ti,  and  the  tt  of  the  English  h  ;  consequently  ow  ?r^  is 
pronounced  seenMihr-noh  ;  r  following  v  generally  sounds  d,  and  tvrav^a  is  artio* 
ulated  enrddf'thdh  ;  it  preceded  by  ^  is  sounded  as  the  European  (.  The  coa' 
(403) 
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case  of  a  people  like  that  of  early  England,  or  of  the  modem 
United  States,  made  np  of  a  hundred  elements,  exposed  to  a 
thousand  external  influences,  we  may  see  obvious  causes  of  fluo- 
tuation  in  pronunciation ;  but  in  sedentary,  homogeneous  raceie^ 
secured  by  position  from  foreign  contact,  it  is  often  impossible 

Bonantal  sounds  b  and  d  begin  no  Greek  word,  and  in  writing  foreign  names, 
and  borrowed  words  in  which  those  sounds  occur,  the  Greeks  use  for  b  the 
combination  ^n- ;  for  d,  the  combination  vt,  so  that  Byron  is  spelled  Un6ipuv ; 
Bob  would  be  UnofAv ;  dead,  vrevr  and  double,  vrbfiwi^.  It  is  conceivable  that 
foreign  influence  or  other  causes  may  so  modify  the  inflections  and  syntax, 
that  those  finals  and  initials,  which  never  occur  in  succession  in  one  stage  of 
a  language,  may  very  frequently  be  brought  together  in  another,  and,  by  their 
reciprocal  influence,  much  mo<Mfy  the  general  articulation  of  the  speech. 

Other  interesting  illustrations  of  the  influence  of  articulations  on  each  other 
will  be  found  in  the  learned  and  curious  History  of  the  Greek  alphabet  by 
Professor  Sophocles,  second  edition,  Cambridge,  1854. 

On  page  277,  and  in  a  note  on  page  278, 1  mentioned  instances  where  the 
grammatical  use  of  words  had  been  changed  for  orthoepical  reasons.  Anothei 
example,  where  the  form  of  a  word  has  been  affected  by  the  confusion  oi 
sounds,  is  in  the  phrase  '  God  'Hd  you,'  which  occurs  in  As  You  Like  It,  lU. 
8,  and  Y.  4.  In  Sylvester's  Dubartas,  edition  of  1611,  IIII  Book,  mi  Day 
of  the  II  week,  we  have  the  form  '  God  dUd  you.'  Speaking  of  the  lover; 
who  discovers  that  his  mistress  owes  her  flne  complexion  to  art,  he  says : 

His  cake  is  dou^h ;  Qod  dild  you,  be  will  none ; 
He  leaves  his  suit,  and  thus  he  saith  anon,  &c. 

Gabriel  Harvey,  in  a  letter  to  Spenser,  Hazlewood,  IT.  800,  writes  the  phrase, 
•  Qoddilge  jkk.*  **  Youre  Latine  Farewell  is  a  goodly  braue  yonkerly  p6ece  of 
work,  and  €k)ddilge  y6l,  I  am  always  maruellously  beholding  vnto  you,  for 
your  boimtifull  titles."  These  three  forms  are  evidently  one  word.  Where 
a  consonant  is  repeated,  we  generally  articulate  it  but  once,  and  therefore 
'  God  'ild '  and  '  Qod  dild'  are  hardly  distinguishable  by  the  ear.  Dilge,  again, 
is  explained  by  the  coalescence  of  the  consonant  d  with  the  consonantal  y  of 
the  following  pronoun.  The  English  g  soft  or  J  is  generally  considered  as  a 
compound  consonant  consisting  of  d  and  eh,  but  it  may,  with  greater  accu- 
racy, be  resolved  into  d  and  y  consonant.  If  to  the  word  year  we  prefix  a  d, 
we  obtain  jeer,  and,  d-{i/eer  more  truly  represents  this  soimd  than  d-i-shear, 
which  is,  very  nearly,  d-^-s-{-year.  Hence,  Ood  dilge  ye  is,  in  sound,  almost 
exactly  equivalent  to  Ghd  *%ld  ye.  Although  English  articulation  has  long 
tended  to  insert  the  y  consonant  where  it  does  not  belong,  rather  than  to  sup- 
press it  where  it  does,  yet  the  examples  collected  in  Nares  imder  Qod  'Ud,  as 
well  as  the  concurrent  use  of  Ghd  yield  in  similar  combinations,  show  almosi 
conclusively  that  the  latter  is  the  original,  the  former  a  corrupted  form.  The 
etymology  Ood  Meld  \b  quite  improbable. 

HalliweU,  Glossary,  gives  dOde,  to  protect,  as  Anglo-Norman,  Imt  he  dies 
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to  suggest  any  explanation  of  orthoepic  mutations.  The  people 
of  Iceland  have  been  less  exposed  to  external  influences  than  any 
other  civilized  and  cultivated  nation  of  Europe ;  yet,  while  their 
grammar  and  their  vocabulary  have  remained  essentially  un- 
altered, their  pronunciation  appears  to  have  undergone  consider- 
able changes.  In  Nonvay,  a  country  also  eminently  exempt 
from  the  action  of  extraneous  forces,  and  which,  seven  centuries 
since,  used  the  same  language  as  that  of  Iceland,  there  has  been 
a  great  revolution  in  the  pronunciation  of  those  words  which 
remain  the  same  in  the  dialects  of  both;  and  this  observation 
applies  with  no  less  force  to  Sweden,  which  is  almost  equally 
secluded  from  foreign  influences.  I  speak  now  wholly  with 
reference  to  the  pronunciation  of  words  which  have  remained  in 
use,  in  forms  substantially  the  same,  not  of  lexical  or  grammati- 
cal changes.* 

Many  of  our  English  words  vary  much  in  pronunciation  from 
their  cognates  in  the  other  Gothic  dialects,  and  while,  on  the  one 
hand,  it  is  difficult  to  suppose  that  their  present  articulation  can 
be  as  widely  distinct  from  their  own  primitive  utterance  as  it  is 
from  that  of  the  same  words  in  living  Continental  languages,  it 
is,  on  the  other,  scarcely  less  so  to  imagine  that  the  orthoepy  of 
Anglo-Saxon  differed  from  that  of  its  Continental  sisters  as  much 
as  English  pronunciation  now  does.t 

no  authority,  and  I  find  no  evidence  of  the  existence  of  such  an  Anglo- 
Korman  word. 

In  Swedish  orthography  J  corresponds  to  the  English  y  consonant,  and  con- 
sequently c0  in  that  language  represents  the  English^'.  The  confusion  between 
sounds  of  this  class  is  well  illustrated  by  the  following  line  from  Browning : 

"  That  hutch  should  rustle  with  sufficient  straw." 

*  Rask  says  that  in  ancient  Icelandic,  /,  when  not  initial,  had  in  all  cases  the 
sound  of  V,  so  that  n  a  f  n ,  name,  was  pronounced  navn.  In  modem  Ice- 
landic, the  same  word  is  pronounced  naJbbn;  the  verb  nefna,  (infinitive,) 
nebnay  but  the  past  tense,  nefndi,  asif  written  nemndi,  and  the  participle 
n  e  f  n  t  like  nemnt.  In  the  same  words  as  used  in  the  modem  Scandinavian, 
the  Danish  has  an  orthography  which  doubtless  once  represented  the  original 
pronunciation  though  now  differently  articulated.  Naf  n  is  in  Danish  writ- 
ten Navn,  but  the  a  v  is  pronounced  like  the  German  au  or  nearly  our  ou, 
so  that  Navn  and  noun  are  much  the  same  in  sound.  But  in  Sweden,  the 
spelling  and  pronunciation  correspond  to  the  modem  Icelandic  articulation  of 
the  past  tense  and  i)articiple.  Nafn  is,  in  Swedish,  namn;  nefna, 
n&mna. 

f  This  discrepancy  between  the  English  (and  probably  Anglo-Saxon)  and 
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The  pronunciation  of  Anglo-Saxon  is  a  matter  of  very  great 
uncertainty.  The  opinions  of  grammarians  on  this  subject,  how- 
ever positively  expressed,  are  little  better  than  conjectures,  and 
the  explanation  of  the  changes  which  are  known  to  have  oc- 
curred, is  very  obscure.  "With  respect  to  the  fluctuations  in 
modem  English,  the  difficulty  is  hardly  less,  and  it  is  increased 
by  the  notorious  fact,  that  the  differences  of  local  pronunciation 
were,  until  within  a  very  recent  period,  much  greater  than  at 
present,  so  that  when  we  have  ascertained  that  a  particular 
author  pronounced  in  a  particular  way,  we  are  not  always  au- 
thorized to  infer  that  he  followed  any  generally  recognized 
standard. 

The  sources  of  information  on  the  history  of  our  pronuncia- 
tion are,  old  treatises,  expressly  on  English  granmiar  and  orthoepy, 
or  on  foreign  languages  in  which  comparisons  are  given  between 
English  and  foreign  sounds ;  casual  remarks  of  authors  not  writ- 
ing professedly  on  this  subject ;  and,  lastiy  and  chiefly,  poetical 
compositions.  This  last  standard  of  comparison  is  not  a  sure 
guide,  except  in  regard  to  accentuation,  where,  as  the  metre  de- 
termines the  quantity  of  each  word,  the  only  source  of  uncer- 

the  Teutonic  pronundatioQ  of  words  identical  in  etymology  and  spelling, 
appears  to  me  to  add  some  weight  to  the  opinions  I  have  expressed  concern- 
ing the  essentially  composite  character  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  language,  and  its 
distinctness  from  the  comparatively  homogeneous  dialects  of  the  Teutonic 
stock.  All  these  latter  agree  in  rejecting  the  two  sounds  of  the  ih  (^  and  )S) 
which  we  have  inherited  from  the  Anglo-Saxon ;  they  pronounce,  approxi- 
mately, i  like  our  e,  and  e  like  our  a  ;  they  have  the  softened  '6  and  tj  and  the 
guttural  and  palatal  cK  and  ^,  which  are  wanting  in  English ;  and  they  have  not 
the  English  ek  andj,  or  the  Anglo-Saxon  and  English  combination  hw  (wh). 
Our  articulation,  though  very  far  from  coinciding  with  that  of  the  Scandina- 
vian languages,  nevertheless,  on  the  whole,  ^agrees  with  it  more  nearly  than 
with  that  of  the  German.  The  vulgar  New  England  pronimciation  of  the 
diphthong  ou  or  010,  generally  represented  in  writing  it  as  provincial,  by  win, 
prevails  in  several  English  local  districts,  as  well  as  in  some,  at  least,  of  the 
Frisian  patois,  and  very  possibly  was  once  a  normal  sound  in  English,  as  it 
now  is  in  Danish,  where  it  is  written  sbv,  or  ev,  as  in  Re  vie,  revne, 
r  e  V  s  e ,  in  which  words  it  corresponds  to  the  ou  or  010  in  ww,  round,  houie, 
in  the  Eastern  pronunciation. 

Almost  every  sound  which  is  characteristic  of  English  orthoepy  is  met  with 
in  one  or  other  of  the  Scandinavian  languages,  and  almost  all  their  peculiari- 
ties, except  those  of  intonation,  are  found  in  English,  while  between  our 
articulation  and  that  of  the  German  dialects  most  nearly  related  to  Anglo- 
Saxon,  there  are  many  irreconcilable  discrepancies. 
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to  suggest  any  explanation  of  orthoepic  mutations.  The  people 
of  Iceland  have  been  less  exposed  to  external  influences  than  any 
other  civilized  and  cultivated  nation  of  Europe ;  yet,  while  their 
grammar  and  their  vocabulary  have  remained  essentially  un- 
altered, their  pronunciation  appears  to  have  undergone  consider- 
able changes.  In  Norway,  a  country  also  eminentiy  exempt 
from  the  action  of  extraneous  forces,  and  which,  seven  centuries 
since,  used  the  same  language  as  that  of  Iceland,  there  has  been 
a  great  revolution  in  the  pronunciation  of  those  words  which 
remain  the  same  in  the  dialects  of  both;  and  this  observation 
applies  with  no  less  force  to  Sweden,  which  is  almost  equally 
secluded  from  foreign  influences.  I  speak  now  wholly  with 
reference  to  the  pronunciation  of  words  which  have  remained  in 
use,  in  forms  substantially  the  same,  not  of  lexical  or  grammati- 
cal changes.* 

Many  of  our  English  words  vary  much  in  pronunciation  from 
their  cognates  in  the  other  Gothic  dialects,  and  while,  on  the  one 
hand,  it  is  difficult  to  suppose  that  their  present  articulation  can 
be  as  widely  distinct  from  their  own  primitive  utterance  as  it  is 
from  that  of  the  same  words  in  living  Continental  languages,  it 
is,  on  the  other,  scarcely  less  so  to  imagine  that  the  orthoepy  of 
Anglo-Saxon  differed  from  that  of  its  Continental  sisters  as  much 
as  English  pronunciation  now  does.t 

no  authority,  and  I  find  no  evidence  of  the  existence  of  such  an  Anglo- 
Norman  word. 

In  Swedish  orthography^*  corresponds  to  the  English  y  consonant,  and  con- 
sequently ^  in  that  language  represents  the  English^*.  The  confusion  between 
sounds  of  this  class  is  well  illustrated  by  the  following  line  from  Browning : 

"  That  huU^  «^uld  rustle  with  sufficient  straw." 

*  Rask  says  that  in  ancient  Icelandic,  /,  when  not  initial,  had  in  aU  cases  the 
sound  of  «,  so  that  naf  n,  name,  was  pronounced  navn.  In  modem  Ice- 
landic, the  same  word  is  pronounced  nabbn;  the  verb  nef  na,  (infinitive,) 
nebna,  but  the  past  tense,  nef  nd  i,  as  if  written  nemndi,  and  the  participle 
n  e  f  n  t  like  nemnt.  In  the  same  words  as  used  in  the  modem  Scandinavian, 
the  Danish  has  an  orthography  which  doubtless  once  represented  the  original 
pronunciation  though  now  differently  articulated.  Naf  n  is  in  Danish  writ- 
ten Navn,  but  the  a v  is  pronounced  like  the  German  au  or  nearly  our  au, 
so  that  Navn  and  noun  are  much  the  same  in  sound.  But  in  Sweden,  the 
spelling  and  pronunciation  correspond  to  the  modem  Icelandic  articulation  of 
the  past  tense  and  participle.  Nafn  is,  in  Swedish,  namn;  nefna, 
n&mna. 

f  This  discrepancy  between  the  English  (and  probably  Anglo-Saxon)  and 
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The  pronunciation  of  Anglo-Saxon  is  a  matter  of  very  great 
uncertainty.  The  opinions  of  grammarians  on  this  subject,  how- 
ever positively  expressed,  are  little  better  than  conjectures,  and 
the  explanation  of  the  changes  which  are  known  to  have  oc- 
curred, is  very  obscure.  With  respect  to  the  fluctuations  in 
modem  English,  the  difficulty  is  hardly  less,  and  it  is  increased 
by  the  notorious  fact,  that  the  differences  of  local  pronunciation 
were,  until  within  a  very  recent  period,  much  greater  than  at 
present,  so  that  when  we  have  ascertained  that  a  particular 
author  pronounced  in  a  particular  way,  we  are  not  always  au- 
thorized to  infer  that  he  followed  any  generally  recognized 
standard. 

The  sources  of  information  on  the  history  of  our  pronuncia- 
tion are,  old  treatises,  expressly  on  English  granmiar  and  orthoepy, 
or  on  foreign  languages  in  which  comparisons  are  given  between 
English  and  foreign  sounds ;  casual  remarks  of  authors  not  writ- 
ing professedly  on  this  subject ;  and,  lastly  and  chiefly,  poetical 
compositions.  This  last  standard  of  comparison  is  not  a  sure 
guide,  except  in  regard  to  accentuation,  where,  as  the  metre  de- 
termines the  quantity  of  each  word,  the  only  source  of  uncer- 

the  Teutonic  pronunciation  of  words  identical  in  etymology  and  spelling, 
appears  to  me  to  add  some  weight  to  the  opinions  I  have  expressed  concern- 
ing the  essentially  composite  character  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  language,  and  its 
distinctness  from  the  comparatively  homogeneous  dialects  of  the  Teutonic 
stock.  All  these  latter  agree  in  rejecting  the  two  sounds  of  the  th  (^  and  V) 
which  we  have  inherited  from  the  Anglo-Saxon ;  they  pronounce,  approxi- 
mately, i  like  our  e,  and  e  like  our  a;  they  have  the  softened  d  and  U  and  the 
guttural  and  palatal  eh  and  g,  which  are  wanting  in  English ;  and  they  have  not 
the  English  eh  and  J,  or  the  Anglo-Saxon  and  English  combination  hw  (wh). 
Our  articulation,  though  very  far  from  coinciding  with  that  of  the  Scandina- 
vian languages,  nevertheless,  on  the  whole,  ^agrees  with  it  more  nearly  than 
with  that  of  the  German.  The  vulgar  New  England  pronunciation  of  the 
diphthong  ou  or  oto,  generally  represented  in  writing  it  as  provincial,  by  eaw, 
prevails  in  several  English  local  districts,  as  well  as  in  some,  at  least,  of  the 
Frisian  patois,  and  very  possibly  was  once  a  normal  sound  in  English,  as  it 
now  is  in  Danish,  where  it  is  written  8Bv,  or  ev,  as  in  Revle,  revne, 
r  e  V  s  e ,  in  which  words  it  corresponds  to  the  ou  or  ow  in  cow,  round,  Tunue, 
in  the  Eastern  pronunciation. 

Almost  every  sound  which  is  characteristic  of  English  orthoepy  is  met  with 
in  one  or  other  of  the  Scandinavian  languages,  and  almost  all  their  peculiari- 
ties, except  those  of  intonation,  are  foimd  in  English,  while  between  our 
articulation  and  that  of  the  German  dialects  most  nearly  related  to  Anglo- 
Saxon,  there  are  many  irreconcilable  discrepancies. 
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taintj  is  the  doubt  whether  the  author  may  not  have  displaced 
the  accent  by  poetic  license.  In  reference  to  rhymes,  there  isp 
first,  the  great  difficulty  of  determining  the  sound  of  either  of  the 
words  in  the  pair,  whereby  to  test  the  pronunciation  of  the  others 
and  then,  the  possibility  that  the  rhymes,  in  a  particular  ease, 
were  of  that  imperfect  class  which  necessity  renders  allowable. 
The  word  Kea/oen^  for  instance,  has  few  perfect  rhymes  in  Eng^ 
lish,  and  of  these  few,  most  are,  like  leaven,  severty  eleven,  words 
not  likely  to  be  used  in  the  same  couplet  with  heaven.*  The 
consequence  is,  that  it  is  more  frequently  made  to  rhyme  with 
given,  driven,  riven,  striven,  than  with  words  exactly  coincident 
with  it  in  sound.  A  foreigner,  knowing  as  little  of  the  orthoepy 
of  modem  English  as  we  do  of  that  of  the  sixteenth  century, 
would  probably  infer  from  a  comparison  of  the  examples  where 
heaven  is  used  in  English  poetry,  that  the  combination  ea  was,  in 
English  orthography,  equivalent  to  short  t.  Natives  are  of  course 
liable  to  the  same  error  in  arguing  former  identity  of  sound  from 
former  use  in  rhyme. 

In  the  Gothic  and  Bomance  languages,  with  the  remarkable 
exception  of  the  French,  the  accentual  system  is  perhaps  the  most 
marked  characteristic  of  their  articulation.  It  is  that  which  the 
foreigner  first  becomes  aware  of,  because,  in  the  main,  the  ac- 
cented syllable  is  the  one  most  distinctly  heard  in  listening  to  a 
strange  language.  Our  means  of  knowing  the  ancient  accentua- 
tion of  English  are,  so  far  as  they  go,  capable  of  a  good  deal  of 
certainty,  and  the  law  of  change  on  this  subject  is  evidently  that 
of  throwing  the  stress  of  voice  more  and  more  back  towards  the 
initial  syllables,  in  accordance  with  the  general  rule  in  the  cog- 
nate tongues,  so  that  English  accentuation  is  becoming  more  and 
more  Anglicized,  so  to  speak,  while  the  vocabulary  is  becoming 
Romanized.  There  are  certain  exceptions  to  this  rule  in  this 
country,  but  I  postpone  the  consideration  of  them  until  I  ex- 
amine the  tendencies  of  the  language  in  America  as  contrasted 
with  those  it  manifests  in  England. 

*  A  friend  furnishes  me  with  the  following  quotation,  which  shows  that  these 
rhymes  may  be  used  even  in  serious  comi>osition  : 

"  As  in  the  Measures  of  the  Meal,  the  Leayen, 
So  in  the  heart,  that  preparation  Sweet  for  Heaven, 
The  Hallow'd  Rest  of  one  day  in  the  Seven." 
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The  pronimciatioii  of  primitive  English  id  a  gnbject  of  much 
interest  in  many  points  of  view,  but  most  obvionslj  with  ref- 
erence to  the  character  of  early  versification,  and  especially  to  the 
question  whether  old  English  poems,  as  those  of  Chaucer  and 
Qower,  are  strictly  metrical,  or  merely,  like  the  verses  of  Lang- 
land  in  Piers  Ploughman,  rhythmical.  It  is  also  linguistically 
important,  because  we  cannot  compare  our  etymology  and  our 
inflections  with  those  of  languages  nearly  or  remotely  related^ 
without  knowing  whether  given  sounds  are  expressed  by  the 
same  signs  in  both.  This  uncertainty  is  a  constant  source  of 
error  in  etymological  research,  and  especially  in  the  attempts  to 
deduce  native  words  from  Oriental  and  otiier  remote  roots  as 
written  in  European  characters;  for  the  imperfection  of  our 
alphabet  often  obliges  travellers  and  scholars,  in  recording 
Ccnreign  words,  to  use  one  letter  to  express  two  sounds  very  dif- 
ferent to  a  trained  ear,  but  for  which  our  notation  furnishes  but 
a  single  sign. 

The  collision  between  the  Anglo-Saxon  and  the  Korman-Fronch 
orthographical  and  orthoepical  systems,  and  the  necessity  of  effect- 
ing a  compromise  between  them,  naturally  drew  the  attention  of 
English  scholars,  at  a  very  early  period,  to  the  relation  between 
sounds  and  the  signs  which  represent  them.  The  extract  from 
the  Ormulum  given  at  the  conclusion  of  Lecture  XIX.,  shows 
that  the  writer  had  very  carefully  considered  the  subject ;  and 
many  of  tiie  manuscript  copies  of  Gower  and  Chaucer  exhibit,  in 
the  uniformity  and  consistency  of  their  orthography,  like  evidence 
that  it  had  received  thoughtful  and  thorough  investigation.  Sev- 
eral attempts  were  made  in  the  sixteenth  century  to  reform  the 
spelling  of  English,  which  had  been  much  corrupted  by  causes 
already  described  in  previous  lectures.  Among  these  attempts, 
the  system  employed  by  Churchyarde  in  some  of  his  poetical 
works,  and  ridiculed  by  Southey,  under  the  name  of  "  Church- 
yarde's  Uglyography,"  is  certainly  not  very  inviting  to  the  eye, 
but  it  is  by  no  means  without  merit.  The  orfliography  proposed 
by  Alexander  Gill,  or,  as  he  writes  it,  Gil,  in  his  Logonomia  An- 
glica,  first  published  in  1619,  is  still  better  adapted  to  the  expres- 
sion of  the  sounds  of  the  language,  and  has  the  further  advantage 
of  suggesting  the  etymology  of  all  native  words  more  clearly  than 
most  other  efforts  in  the  way  of  phonographic  writing.  It  should 
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be  added,  that  the  general  condnBion  to  be  drawn  from  the  Logo- 
nomia  is,  that  the  change  which  has  taken  place  in  English  pro- 
nunciation within  two  centuries  and  a  half  is,  with  one  or  two 
marked  exceptions,  less  than  we  should  infer  from  our  other 
sources  of  information  on  the  subject 

All  the  old  English  writers  on  orthography  and  pronunciation 
fail  alike,  in  the  want  of  dear  descriptiye  analysis  of  sounds^  and 
of  illustration  by  comparison  with  the  orthoepy  of  other  lan- 
guages more  stable  and  uniform  in  articulation.  For  this  reason, 
and  probably  also  on  account  of  real  dialectic  differences  of  pro- 
nunciation between  them,*  they  appear  often  to  stand  in  very 
direct  contradiction  to  eadi  other,  and  it  is  quite  impossible  to 
reconcile  or  explain  their  discrepandes.  Under  these  circum- 
stances no  very  precise  and  certain  results  can  be  arrived  at,  and 
I  do  not  propound  the  opinions  I  am  about  to  express,  as  gener- 
aUy  supported  by  any  thing  more  flian  a  balance  of  probabUitiee. 

Whether  the  vowel  a  had  in  Anglo-Saxon  the  same  general  sound 
as  in  English,  or  if  not,  when  the  change  in  its  force  took  place, 
cannot  now  be  positively  ascertained.  The  most  important  direct 
authority  I  am  aware  of  with  respect  to  the  early  pronunciation 
of  this  vowel  in  modem  English,  is  that  of  Palsgrave,  who,  in  his 
chapter  on  the  French  vowel,  says :  "  The  soundyng  of  a,  which 
is  most  generally  used  throughout  the  Frenche  tonge,  is  such  as 
we  use  with  us  where  the  best  English  is  spoken,  which  is  lyke 
as  the  Italians  sound  (7."  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  Italijai  pro- 
nunciation  of  a  was  the  same  in  the  sixteenth  centmy  as  at  pres- 
ent,  and  hence  it  would  appear  that  in  Palsgrave's  time,  the  normal 
English  sound  of  a  was  as  it  is  heard  mfiUAery  or  what  orthoepists 


*  Gil,  who  was  a  native  of  Lincolnshire,  but  resided  in  London  as  head- 
master of  St.  Paul's  school,  speaks  of  six  dialects :  the  common,  the  Northern, 
the  Bouthem,  the  Eastern,  the  Western,  and  the  poetic,  but  the  exemplifica- 
tions he  gives  point  as  often  to  differences  in  grammar  and  vocabulary,  as  in 
orthoepy.  As  instances  of  fluctuations  in  pronunciation,  evidently  wiUi  refer- 
ence to  what  he  calls  the  common  dialect,  he  says  that  you  was  pronounced 
both  yow  and  yu;  toU,  broU,  9oil,  often  tuil,  bruil,  8uil;  shall  either  Mo/  or 
shawl;  and  buUdeth,  indifferently,  buldeth,  Mledeth,  heddeth,  and  bUdeth.  This 
latter  confusion  must  have  arisen,  not  in  popular  speech,  but  from  the  em- 
barrassment occasioned  by  a  foreign  orthography ;  for  though  btiHd  is  English, 
the  vowel  combination  ui  is  not,  except  in  a  very  few  native  words  beginning 
with  g  and  g,  in  which  latter  case,  u  takes  the  place  of  w. 
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generally  call  the  Italian  a.  Palsgrave  gives  no  English  example, 
but  though  his  statement  cannot  be  accepted  in  its  full  extent, 
there  seems  to  be  no  good  reason  for  doubting  that  this  sound 
was  much  more  common  in  older  than  in  more  recent  English. 
French  words,  introduced  colloquially,  would  bring  with  them  the 
French  pronunciation,  and  in  words  derived  from  that  source, 
some  time  would  elapse  before  the  vowels  would  take  the  sounds 
belonging  to  them  in  English  orthography.  But  the  orthography 
of  Churchyarde  shows  that  in  words  of  Saxon  etymology,  as  well 
as  in  many  of  French  origin,  the  a  was  in  his  time  pronounced  as 
at  present  He  expresses  this  sound  by  (B,  and  writes  meei,  tma^ 
ncBnij  fJKBdy  for  mi^e,  tame,  name,  made,  Bud  JUsm,  eUBm^Jwmy 
for  jQlame,  dame,  fame.  It  is  a  familiarly  known  fact  that  a  had, 
until  within  a  comparatively  short  period,  the  broad  sound,  as  in 
waU,  in  many  cases  where  we  now  pronounce  it  either  as  in  father 
or  as  in  h(U.  Ben  Jonson  lays  down  the  rule  that  this  vowel  be- 
fore Z,  followed  by  another  consonant,  has  always  the  broad  sound, 
and  he  gives  as  examples  the  words  saiUy  maltj  halmj  ccHm^  in  all 
of  which  he  says  the  a  sounds  as  in  aU^  caUy  smaJH^  gaUyfaU^  and 
tM,  Bcmm  is  still  the  popular  pronunciation  of  halm,  in  many 
English  and  American  locaHties,  but  calm  is  seldom  or  never  heard 
with  the  broad  a.  Gil  says  that  lalniyfa/uUy  and  Aa{^  were  popu- 
larly pronounced  hawm^fa/wt^  and  Jumf  (or  in  his  phonographic 
system,  hdmi^f&ty  and  Mf^  but  that  many  scholars  articulated  the 
Z,  and  he  writes  them  Idl/m^fdulty  and  hMf.^  The  French  nasal 
a  would  very  naturally  be  changed  in  English  into  the  broad  a, 
to  which  it  more  nearly  approximates  than  to  the  shorter  sounds 
of  this  vowel,  with  which  English  writers  on  French  pronuncia- 
tion usually  compare  it,  and  accordingly  Oil  informs  us  that  in 
adva/ncey  cham/ie^  Fra/nce^  dem^md^  the  a  was  sounded  broad,  as 
in  taU;  and  in  d/jmoe^  short  or  broad,  indifierently.f 

*Mulcaster,  p.  128,  says  oiAm,  bahn,  eay,  oalves,  sahes,  were  pronounced  in 
his  time,  eawm,  hawm,  eawlf,  eatna,  sawves, 

f  French-English  pronouncing  dictionaries  generally  give  the  a  in  the  Eng- 
lish iand  as  a  near  approximation  to  the  French  a  nasalized  in  »ans;  the  0  in 
the  English  bond  as  nearly  equivalent  of  o  nasal  in  the  French  bon.  The 
French  nasal  a  is  much  better  represented  by  Gil's  ft,  and  the  nasal  0  is  a  more 
close  sound  than  our  short  0,  and  in  fact  approximates  nearer  to  the  English 
long  0, 

18 
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In  all  the  European  langnages,  the  pronunciation  of  «  is  a  sub- 
ject of  much  difficulty,  for,  by  almost  imperceptible  gradations, 
it  runs  through  the  whole  scale  between  a  mfate^  and  ee  in  see^  the 
latter  sound  being  the  equivalent  of  the  Oontinental  long  i.  Oil, 
in  describing  the  vowels,  says  e  is  short  in  net^  and  long  in  neoL 
The  short  sound  he  represents  by  simple  «,  the  long  by  ^,  and  this 
vowel  he  distinguishes  from  the  sound  of  ^  in  seen^  keen,  whether 
in  words  ordinarily  spelled  with  one  e,  as  in  he,  with  two,  as  in 
the  words  just  quoted,  or  with  «^,  as  in  leHeve,  shield.  He  also 
distinguishes  long  e  (ie)  from  long  a,  which  he  represents  by  a. 
His  standards  for  this  latter  sound  are  tale  and  malej  and  he  em- 
ploys the  character  a  before  the  liquid  r,  as  well  as  before  other 
consonants,  as,  for  example,  in  oare,  ca/refuL,  which  he  uniformly 
spells  car,  earful.  The  long  e  (e)  of  Gil,  then,  was  neither  our  a 
in  fate,  nor  our  ein.  he,  and  he  discriminates  between  them  aD, 
not  only  in  the  examples  I  have  cited,  but  in  express  and  une- 
quivocil  terms.* 

*  laxv^rr^  autem  illiim  magnopere  affectant  frvyooT6!Xol  nostrsB  Mopaee,  que 
quidem  ita  omnia  attenoant,  utaeto  non  aliter  perhoirescere  videantor  quam 
AppiuB  Claudius  e,  sic  etiam  nostrse  non  emunt  laun  et  kdmMk,  sindonis  spe- 
cies, sed  len  et  kembrik;  nee  edunt  kdpn,  caponem,  sed  kepn,  et  fere  kHpn; 
nee  unquam  ligurinnt  biteh^rz  met,  butchers  meate,  i,  camem  a  laniis,  sed  bic- 
eherz  mlt.  Et  quum  sint  omnes  ginUimin,  non  genUwimen,  i,  matronse  nobiles, 
ancillas  non  vocant  maidz  sed  m^dz,  Logonomia  Anglica,  Second  Edition, 
1621,  p.  17. 

The  only  instances  in  which  Gil  seems  to  confound  the  sound  of  ea  and  of 
long  e  wiUi  long  t  {ee)  are  in  the  words  appear,  which  he  spells  appier,  near 
spelt  nier,  and  dear  spelt  dier,  upon  which  last  word  he  remarks,  "  I  cum  e  in 
diphthongum  coalescit  in  dier  dama  r)d  cams."    Logonomia,  p.  16. 

But  the  confusion  is  apparent  only,  not  reaL  Dear  and  near  certainly,  and 
appear  probably,  were  pronounced  with  the  sound  of  long  ee,  and  did  not 
rhyme  ynihfear,  in  the  latter  half  of  the  sixteenth  century,  and  doubtless  in 
Girs  time.  At  that  period,  almost  the  only  orthoepical  sign  conmionly  em- 
ployed in  English  was  an  acute  accent,  to  indicate  the  long  sound  of  «  or  m,  as 
may  be  seen  in  the  old  editions  of  Uolinshed,  and  very  many  other  authors  of 
that  time.  Dear  was  then  usually  spelt  deere;  near,  neere;  whereas /<M»r  and 
most  other  words  now  written  with  that  ending  were  si)elt  as  at  present,  and 
without  the  accent.  Numerous  exemplifications  of  this  will  be  found  in  Hoi- 
inshed,  as,  for  instance,  on  pp.  868,  369,  870,  871,  vol.  III.,  reprint  of  1808. 

In  the  rules  for  the  pronunciation  of  English  at  the  end  of  Sherwood's  Eng- 
lish and  French  Dictionary,  London,  1650,  the  sound  of  e  French  is  ascribed 
to  the  diphthongs  ea  and  ei, 

Les  dipthongues  ea  and  ei  se  prononcent  e,  comme  iecuih,  deceke. 
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It  is  not  easy  to  reconcile  all  Oil's  examples  with  each  other,  or 
to  determine  what  precise  sound  he  indicates  by  the  vowel  e,  ior 
he  employs  it  alike  in  words  now  pronounced  with  the  sounds  of 
On  iej  i  in  lety  and  d  mfcAe^  and  in  others  again  where  the  pres- 
ent j»x)nunciation  is  int^mediate.  In  describing  the  vowels,  he 
cites  neat  as  an  example  of  the  sound  of  e^  but  in  his  table,  the 
standard  for  it  is  hecui^  and  the  combination  ea  is  almost  always 
represented  in  his  orthography  by  ^'.  Thus  he  writes  (2^^,  (7^A, 
kead^  leady  (noun,)  pleasure^  sweaty  (present  tense,)  ded,  deth,  hod, 
Md,  plezur,  swet.  In  all  these  the  vowel  is  now  short  e.  Clea/Gty 
greasey  leaf^  lea/oeSy  sea,  mecMiy  meaty  weaky  wJieaty  in  all  whidi 
the  vowel,  as  now  pronounced,  is  the  long  «,  he  spells  dev,  gres, 
1^,  levz,  se,  men,  met,  wek,  whet.  Break  and  greaty  at  present 
bounded  as  if  written  hrake  and  graUy  are  brek  and  gret  in  Gil's 
system,  duAforbeaary  earthy  leamedy  evoeary  are  f orb€r,  erth,  lemed, 
8wer.  Heamm  he  spells  sometimes  hevn,  and  somethnes  hevn. 
He  also  uses  the  same  character  to  express  the  vowel  sound  of  e  in 
€hreoia/yiy  thesey  wercy  therey  perchy  thevrSy  and  theyy  writing  Gr^ 
cian,  6ez,  wer,  6er,  perch,  6erz,  and  5ei,  though  in  one  instance 
he  spells  this  last  word  ^^thei  or  th^." 

Palsgrave,  speaking  of  the  French  ^,  says :  **  Sometyme  they 
•ounde  him  lyke  as  we  do  in  our  tonge  in  heerey  heeetypeere^  heenCy 
but  e  in  Frenche  hath  never  such  a  sounde  as  we  use  to  gyve  him 
in  a  heere  [bier]  to  lay  a  dead  corpse  on ;  peerey  a  mate  or  fellow ; 
a  heey  such  as  maketh  honny,  and  as  we  sound  our  pronouns  v)ey 
mey  hey  eheP  In  Palsgrave's  time,  then,  heast  and  hean  were 
pronounced,  nearly  at  least,  hoMe  and  hwn/ey  as  they  still  are  in 
Ireland,  and  provincially  in  England.  Taking  this  statement  in 
connection  with  the  fact  that  Gil  distinguishes  e  from  both  a  and 
\  and  comparing  the  words  which  he  spells  witii  iy  I  think  we 
are  authorized  to  conclude  that  he  intended  to  indicate  by  it  a 
sound  corresponding  to  that  of  6  in  the  French  f  6 1  e ,  which, 
the  Anglo-French  dictionaries  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding,  is 

Be,  dipthongue,  on  prononoe  »,  comme  need,  ieed,  breed,  ipeed,  creed. 
Hence  it  is  evid^it  that  the  vowel  sound  in  Uaeh,  receive,  was  not  that  of  ee 

in  need,  but  was  the  Continental  e.    Bee  Coryat's  Travels,  p.  852. 
In  the  time  of  Swift,  the  normal  or  alphabetical  pronimciation  of  0  in  Latin 

Wiis  our  modem  long  a.    Hence  he  represents  anUee  wnerabiUa  hj  am  I  eap 

vain  a  rabUe  ie. 
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not  the  sound  of  a  in  fais^  but  much  more  nearly  that  of  «  in 
there^  as  usually  pronounced  in  New  England  llie  e  in  Vwre^ 
in  the  Kew  England  pronunciation,  is  the  long  vowel  correspond- 
ing to  the  short  a  in  rMm^  so  that  h<wr  and  Tuxt^  or,  better  still, 
pare  KaAjHirry^  care  and  carry,  respectively  exemplify  the  long 
and  short  sounds  of  the  voweL^ 

Most  English  orthoepists,  I  believe,  now  maintain  that  the 
sound  of  « in  there,  and  of  ai  iRjpair,  is  identical  with  that  of  a 
infatey  and  say  that  padr^  a  couple,  is  precisely  equivalent  in  pro. 
nunciation  to  jpayer,  he  tiisitjpays.  It  is  certain  that,  at  least  un- 
til very  recently,  educated  persons  in  this  country  did  make  a  dis- 
tinction between  these  sounds,  precisely  analogous  in  kind  to  that 
between  the  French  e  and  e ;  that  is,  a  in  jMte  and  payer  bore 
the  same  relation  to  a  in  jpadr,  or  e  in  there,  that  e  in  p6riode 
bears  to  ^  in  pdre.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  English 
themselves  do  at  this  moment,  in  practice,  generally  discriminate 
between  these  vowel  sounds,  though  theoretically  they  deny  the 
distinction.  But,  nevertheless,  the  authority  of  pronouncing  dio> 
tionaries  is  likely  to  prevail,  and  thus  one  of  the  radical  sounds  of 
the  language,  a  sound  which  is  a  recognized  orthoepical  element 
in  almost  every  known  speech,  will,  not  improbably,  be  banished 
from  the  English  tongue.  The  ignorance  of  grammarians  has 
done  much  to  corrupt  our  language,  the  dulness  of  orthoepists 
much  to  confuse  our  pronunciation.  The  inability  of  Walker  and 
his  school  to  distinguish  between  the  sounds  we  are  considering, 

*  A  passage  in  Harvey's  Letter  to  Spenser,  Haslewood  II.  281,  though  writ- 
ten for  another  purpose,  shows  that  fair  and  other  words  of  like  sound  had 
two  pronunciations,  one  of  which  was  probably  with  the  vowel  sound  of  a  in 
fcUe,  the  other  that  referred  to  in  the  text :  "  Marry,  I  oonfesse,  some  wordes 
we  have  indeede,  as,  for  example, /ay^,  either  for  beautiful,  or  for  a  MarU; 
ayer  both  proa()re,  and  prohserede  *  *  which  are  commonly,  and 
maye  indifferently  be  used  eyther  wayes.  For  you  shal  as  well,  and  as  ordi- 
narily heare  fayer  as  faire,  and  Aier  as  Aire"  Harvey  is  here  particularly 
referring  to  the  pronouncing  of  these  words  as  monosyllables  or  as  dissyllables. 
Now,  by  pronouncing  them  with  the  a  in  fate,  we  inevitably  make  them  dis- 
syllables, because  our  long  a  is  diphthongal,  but  if  we  give  the  vowel  the  sound 
of  e  in  the  French  f  6te,  they  become  monosyllabic,  because  the  vowel  is 
simple.  *  Squire  is  popularly  pronounced  square  in  New  England.  Probably 
the  pronunciation  was  the  same  in  England  in  Ben  Jonson's  time,  for  tquare 
(quadrate)  is  spelled  squire  by  the  printers,  in  the  BUerU  Woman,  Act  V.,  Scene 
I.,  ed.  of  1640. 
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is  a  fruit  of  the  same  obtnsenees  of  ear  which  led  them  to  con- 
foimd  the  y  final  of  such  words  as  society^  with  emhe^  and  thus 
to  obliterate  the  distinction  between  the  long  and  short  sounds, 
which  characterizes  especiallj  the  orthoepy  of  all  the  Grothic  lan- 
guages. For  a  reason  which  will  be  given  in  another  lecture,  the 
Yowel  sounds  and  shades  of  sound  are  particularly  numerous  in 
those  languages,  and  the  Grothic  ear  was  keenly  sensible  to  rery 
subtle  distinctions ;  but  we  are  diverging  from  their  and  our  own 
primitive  articulation,  in  all  points  but  accentuation,  and  imless  a 
reaction  takes  place,  we  shall  soon  be  reduced  to  as  meagre  a  list 
of  vowel  sounds  as  belong  to  the  Spanish  or  Italian.* 

The  orthoepy  of  the  vowel  i  is  attended  with  less  difficulty  than 
that  of  «,  and  there  is  reason  to  think  that  the  long  and  short 
soxmds  it  serves  to  indicate  have  remained  essentially  unchanged 
for  centuries.  The  analogy  of  the  other  Grothic  languages  would 
lead  ns  to  expect  to  find  tibe  short  sound  wherever  the  vowel  is 
followed  by  two  consonants  in  the  same  syllable ;  but,  contrary  to 
this  rule,  i  before  2^  orn^  is,  in  English,  almost  nnif ormly  long. 
Churchyarde  indeed  gives  to  ^  in  chUd  the  short  sound  as  in  didy 
unUj  but  this  is  probably  either  a  misprint  or  a  provincialism,  for 
in  the  Ormulum,  chUdy  as  well  as  hmdy  mmd,  wtldy  is  spelt  with 
a  single  liquid,  which,  in  the  orthography  of  that  work,  indicates 
that  the  preceding  vowel  is  long.  In  ohilldrey  the  plural  of  chUdy 
on  the  contrary,  the  i  is  made  short  by  reduplicating  the  Z,  whence 
it  appears  that  in  Ormin's  time,  or  at  lea^t  dialect,  the  singular 
and  plural  of  this  noun  were  distinguished  much  as  at  present. 
We  pronounce  the  noun  vrindy  in  prose,  with  the  short  i,  in  poetry 
often  with  the  long  vowel,  but  the  verb  to  wimd  is  always  pro- 

*  By  adinitting  that  the  words  spelled  by  Gil  with  I  were  pronounced  with  the 
sound  of  French  /,  Italian  ^,  (German  and  Swedish  d,  and  properly  distinguishing 
this  vowel  from  our  diphthongal  long  a,  we  bring  early  English  orthoepy  into 
harmony  with  that  of  the  cognate  languages,  so  far  as  respects  a  very  large 
class  of  words  common  to  them  all.  We  are,  indeed,  stiU  left  with  the  puz- 
zling question,  how  so  many  of  them  have  lately  acquired  the  sound  of  our 
modem  long  0,  the  Continental  1.  Of  this  I  confess  myself  unable  to  offer  a 
solution,  but  no  philologist  will  deny  that  at  mme  period  of  the  Anglican 
tongue,  the  vowel  in  most  of  these  words  had  the  sound  of  the  Continental  0, 
and  it  is  as  easy  to  explain  the  change  upon  the  supposition  that  it  took  place 
within  two  centuries,  as  upon  the  theory  that  it  was  made  in  the  Anglo-Saxon 
period. 
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nounced  with  i  long.  Neither  of  these  words  occurs  in  the  Or- 
mnlum,  but  there  are  derivatives  from  both,  and  these  are  spelt 
with  two  nnj  so  that  in  tlie  thirteenth  oenturj  both  probablj  took 
the  short  voweL* 

It  is  an  observation  more  familiar  to  foreign  phonologists  thaa 
to  ourselves,  that  the  English  long  vowels  are  nearly  all  diph- 
thongs, that  is,  the  proper  long  sound  in  combination  with  that  of 
#,  (the  Continental  i^)  or  in  some  cases  &  Thus  our  a  in  day,  and 
even  iny*a^,  is  really  a,  (the  Continental  ^,)  -\-6.  Churdiyarda 
had  detected  this,  and  it  is  a  proof  of  the  acnteness  of  his  ear  that 
he  should  have  made  so  nice  an  observation,  though  he  is  not  al« 
ways  accurate  in  his  resolution  of  the  diphthong.  He  represents 
long  a  by  6B,  and  writes  make,  mcBk;  take,  tcBk^  and  the  like.  The 
diphthongal  character  of  our  long  vowels,  though  obvious  enough 
in  the  case  of  a  and  «,  is  less  so  in  e?  and  u,  where  the  subordinate 
element  is  the  obscure  i^  but  it  is  very  palpable  and  conspicuous 
in  the  long  {,  which  is  a  true  diphthong,  consisting  of  the  a  m 
father  followed  by  «,  and  in  many  Continental  languages  the 
same  or  a  very  similar  sound  is  represented  by  tiie  combination 
at.  Church jurde,  mistaking  the  true  character  of  i  long,  ex- 
presses it  by  yey  making  y  the  principal,  e  the  auxiliary  vowel,  and 
he  writes  whine,  strike,  respectively  tohyeney  atryeike.  John 
Knox,  who  was  a  contemporary  of  Churchyarde,  founded  his  or- 
thography on  a  similar  principle,  but  he  employs  the  vowel  i  as 
the  subordinate  element,  or  sign  of  prosodical  length,  where 
Churchyarde  uses  e.  Thus  he  spells  make,  maiJc;  beer,  heir} 
beast,  heist;  priest,  preiat;  like,  lyik;  wife,  wyif;  restore,  re- 
9U>vr  ;  and  book,  bmk.^ 

Spenser,  in  his  Mother  Hubberds  Tale,  has  these  lines : 

Whilome  (said  she)  before  the  world  was  civill, 
The  Foxe  and  th'  Ape,  disliking  of  their  evill 


*  Gil,  p.  10,  spells  the  noun,  im'iu2,  wjnd,  which  indicates  the  long  sound  of 
the  vowel. 

f  Other  Scottish  and  English  writers  had  adopted  a  similar  orthography  at 
an  earlier  period,  but  Knox  is  more  consistent  and  uniform  in  his  adherenoe  to 
it  than  is  King  James,  Bellenden,  or  any  other  writer  of  that  nation  whose 
works  I  have  examined. 

Capgraye,  pp.  d40,  841,  makei  prwi  a  dissyllable.  Teathonista  has  BmA 
for  hook. 
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And  hard  estate,  determined  to  seeke 

Their  fortunes  f arre  abroad,  lyeke  with  his  lyike. 

Here  the  e  serves,  not  to  lengthen  the  y,  bnt  as  a  diseresis,  to 
resolve  the  diphthong  into  its  constituent  parts,  and  make  like  an 
iambns.  Whenever,  in  pronouncing  snch  words  as  Uke^  we  dwell 
mnch  on  the  vowel,  it  becomes  very  distinctly  diphthongal,  and 
we  make  the  monosyllable  a  dissyllable,  as  Spenser,  to  help  at 
once  rhyme  and  metre,  has  done.  The  difference  is  barely  this. 
In  our  ordinary  pronunciation  of  the  combination  ae^  represented 
by  long  i  in  English,  we  habitually  accent  the  first  vowel  element, 
the  a,  and  this  articulation,  a  being  sounded  as  in  fatker^  would 
be  expressed  by  writing  like,  Id-eke ;  but  if  we  transfer  the  ac- 
cent to  the  By  the  final  element,  we  make  it  a  dissyllable,  la-ehe. 

French  words,  transferred  to  English,  naturally  retain  for  some 
time  the  Continental  pronunciation  of  this  vowel,  bnt  in  most 
combinations  it  tends  to  conform  itself  to  English  orthoepy. 
ObUge^  for  example,  in  its  complimentary  sense,  is  a  word  recent- 
ly introduced  from  France,  for  this  is  a  meaning  unknown  to 
Shakespeare,  and,  as  a  word  of  ceremonial  phraseology,  it  was  at 
first  pronounced  dbleege,  but  it  is  now  almost  uniformly  articula- 
ted  with  the  English  sound  of  i  long. 

The  vowel  o  is  almost  as  vague  and  uncertain  as  e.  "With  re- 
spect to  the  long  o^  Gil  differs  very  little  from  modem  orthoepists, 
but  Churchyarde  is  not  so  easily  reconciled  with  our  present  pro- 
nunciation. In  accordance  with  his  general  system  of  vowel- 
notation,  he  represents  long  o  by  the  combination  oe^  and  writes 
in  that  way  most  of  the  syllables  now  sounded  with  long  o,  but  he 
applies  the  same  notation  to  many  now  pronounced  very  differ- 
ently. Thus,  school  he  writes  akody  poor  poeVy  shoot  ahoetty  lose 
loesy  good  goedy  blood  hloedy  blush  Uoeshey  and  push  poeshe.  On 
the  other  hand,  Puttenham,  in  his  Arte  of  English  Poesie,  denies 
that  pooTy  or  even  door^  is  pronounced  with  long  o.  "  If  one 
should  rime,"  says  he,  "to  this  word,  (restarey)  he  may  not  match 
him  with  doore  or  poore^  for  neither  of  both  are  of  like  terminant 
either  by  good  orthography  or  in  natural  sound."  *  Ben  Jonson 
ascribes  to  this  letter  two  sounds.     "In  the  long  time,"  observes 

*  Gil  writes  dwrn^  dOrz,  and  of  course  ascribes  to  the  00  in  door  the  same 
sound  as  we  now  do  in  poor. 
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he,  ^^0  soundeth  sharp  and  Iiigh,"  and  he  assimilates  it  to  the 
Greek  £1.  This  is  evidently  our  long  o  in  note^  and  our  autlior 
cites  that  word,  together  with  ch68en^  Mserij  hSly^  Spen,  SvcTj 
thrStSy  and  fdUy  as  exemplifying  it.  Jonson,  therefore,  mnst 
have  pronounced  foUy  as  if  written,^<?i|y,  and  in  several  of  his 
poems  he  rhymes  it  with  halyy  which,  indeed,  would  now  be  al- 
lowable, not  as  a  perfect  rhyme,  but  by  poetic  license.  "  In  the 
short  time,"  continues  he,  ^^  it  soundeth  more  flat  and  aMn  to  i^," 
and  of  this  he  cites  as  instances  the  words  coserij  dozen^  mother^ 
hrotTieVy  love^  and  prove.  Had  he  stopped  here  we  should  have 
inferred  that  prove  was  in  Jonson's  time  pronounced  prijuo^  be- 
cause all  his  other  examples  have  now  the  vowel  soxmd  of  ehort 
u.  Sut  inasmuch  as  in  a  Latin  note  to  this  passage,  he  says  that 
this  sound  was  generally  expressed  in  English  by  double  oOy  and 
that  it  corresponded  exactly  to  the  French  ou^  we  should  conclude 
that  the  u  to  which  he  compares  the  short  o  was  not  the  short  u 
in  Jmtj  but  perhaps  the  u  in  fuU^  (which  is  not  related  to  t^  in 
hutj  but  is  a  short  vowel  corresponding  to  long  oo  in  pool^  and, 
.  consequently,  that  these  words  were  pronounced  respectively 
coosiuj  doozen^  moother^  hroother^  loove.  In  fact,  Laneham, 
Spenser  in  his  letter  to  Ekrvey,  and  many  other  authors  of  the 
latter  part  of  the  sixteenth  century,  write  these  very  words  with 
oOj  and  the  frequency  of  such  rhymes  as  love  prove^  love  Tnove^ 
would  seem  to  lend  some  support  to  the  theory  that  they  were  all 
pronounced  as  they  would  be  according  to  our  present  orthoepy, 
if  spelt  with  oo.  But  the  question  is  by  no  means  so  easily  dis- 
posed of.*  Gil  says  that  u  is  "  tenuis  aut  crassa :  tenuis  est  in 
verbo  tu  vzy  use,  utor;  crassa  brevis  est  u^  ut  in  pronomine 
U8y  TiO% ";  and  in  his  table  of  sounds,  he  employs  the  participle 
yf/wriy  as  the  standard  exemplication  of  this  sound ;  spoon^  (in  his 
orthography,  spun^  for  long  u.  The  short  sound  he  indicates  by 
the  common  form  of  the  vowel,  and  he  spells  dozen,  brother, 
mother,  love,  respectively,  dmn^  bnc6er,  mtdSerj  I/wo^  thus  direct- 
ly contradicting  Jonson's  rule,  and  assigning  to  these  words  a 
pronunciation  precisely  like  that  of  our  day.  On  the  other  hand, 
he  uses  the  same  vowel  in  many  instances,  where  we  now  pro- 
nounce words  with  the  normal  sound  of  oOy  as  for  example  gvd 

* 

*  See  observations  in  N.  American  Review,  1864. 
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good,  wud  wood,  vruman  (sing.)  woman^yt^  fnll,  (and  all  the  ter* 
minations  in  ^til  short  9laOy)jpt^h  pnah,  hush  bush,  vntl  wooL 
Most  of  these  words  occor  in  nmnerons  instances  in  the  Logo* 
nomia,  and  thongh  it  seems  improbable  that  they  were  ever  pro- 
noxmced  with  the  sound  of  &  in  t^,  jet  they  are  too  carefolly 
distingniflhed  from  words  with  the  long  sonnd  of  oo  to  be  sap- 
posed  to  be  typographical  errors.  In  the  many  other  words 
where  this  very  conmion  English  sonnd  is  met  with,  Gil's  notar 
tion  is  in  accordance  with  modem  nsage.  Gil  and  Jonson  were 
contemporaries,  and  both  residents  of  London.  To  reconcile 
them  seems  impossible,  and  we  mnst  therefore  condnde  that  the 
pronunciation  of  the  words  concerning  which  they  disagree  was 
Tory  unsettled.* 

There  has  been  some  question  whether  the  present  pronuncisr 
tion  oiuia  naturey  and  other  like  combinations,  is  of  recent  ori- 
gin, but  the  authority  of  Gil  shows  that  it  was  employed  in  his 
time,  for  he  distmgdshes  the  t«  in  words  of  that  termination  both 
from  uiausy  and  from  the  simple  long  u  or  ^  in  ooze,  which  he 
expresses  by  the  character  u.  He  spells  nature  and  literature, 
naivr,  Uteratvr,  employing  the  same  sign  as  in  i^e,  which  he 
writes  vz,  and  those  words  must  of  course  have  been  articulated 
much  as  they  are  at  this  day. 

Whether  there  were  any  true  diphthongs  in  Old-English,  and  if 
not,  when  they  were  introduced,  is  a  question  which  cannot  now 
be  answered.  In  the  Ormulum,  we  have  the  vowel  combinations : 
(Bj  represented  by  a  single  character,  and  probably  pronounced  as 
a  single  vowel ;  eo,  usually  represented  in  modem  orthography 

*  Mulcaster's  obseiTations  upon  the  vowel  o  do  not  aid  much  in  removing 
the  difficolty.  He  remarks,  p.  115,  "  O  soundeth  as  much  upon  the  u  which 
is  his  coein,  as  upon  the  6  which  is  his  naturall ;  as  in  cdeen,  d6zen,  nether,, 
which  0  is  still  naturallie  short,  and  h6zen,  fr6zen,  m6ther,  which  o  is  natu- 
rallie  long."  On  p.  152,.  he  explains  the  apparent  discrepancy  in  his  notation 
of  mother,  by  writing  mother,  the  female  parent,  m6ther,  mother;  a  slatternly 
girl,  m6ther.  On  p.  116  he  writes  t6,  preposition,  tw6,  d6,  und6,  rem6ve,  with 
the  same  sign  as  cdzen,  d6zen,  m6ther,  whence  we  should  infer  that  the  vowel 
sounds  were  alike,  but  he  also  writes  gl6ve,  d6ve,  an^  sh6ve,  in  the  same  way. 
To  the  word  love  he  assigns  two  sounds,  15ve  and  16ve,  one  being  the  verb,  the 
other  the  noun,  though  it  does  not  appear  which  part  of  speech  has  the  grave, 
and  which  the  acute,  accent.  l*ho  rhyming  poetry  of  that  period  (1575)  might 
determine  this  question. 
18* 
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and  perhaps  orthoepy  by  ee  y  and  the  vowel  and  semi-vowel  com- 
binations awy  &Wj  and  ow.  Besides  these,  w  is  nsed  before  all  the 
vowels,  and  i  long  may  have  had  the  same  diphthongal  character 
as  at  present  After  e  and  o  always,  and  generally  after  a,  the 
w  is  doubled,  which  implies  that  the  vowel  preceding  was  short; 
and  the  probability  is  that  those  combinations  were  articulated  as 
tme  diphthongs.  The  orthography  of  some  old  manuscripts  seons 
to  indicate  a  very  full  and  distinct  pronunciation  of  both  elements 
in  these  last  combinations,  as,  for  instance,  in  the  metrical  ro- 
mance of  Sir  Amadace,  published  by  the  Camden  Society,  where 
we  find  hotoundesy  roynrnde,  paiotrndsy  oammaurundj  for  hotundSf 
roundj  paundy  oamirumdy  {oammcnmd ;)  and  in  the  Avowynge 
of  King  Arthur  in  the  same  volume,  rowuntcMsy  wawundesj 
rcuunmsoney  enooururUtirifigey  for  round  tahUy  ioaundsy  ransomy 
{raunsofiy)  and  encov/rUering.  Shakespeare,  according  to  the 
Quarto  Eeprint  of  the  edition  of  1623,  generally  treated  hourea 
as  a  dissyllable : 

"  So  many  J5bur«,  must  I  tend  mj  Flock ; 
So  many  Houm,  must  I  take  my  Rest,"  i 

life/'te.; 


"  So  many  J5bur«,  must  I  tend  my  Flock ; 
So  many  Houm,  must  I  take  my  Rest,"  ftc. 

"  If  this  right  hand  would  buy  two  howrM  life,"  < 


but  instances  of  its  use  as  a  monosyllable  are  not  unfrequent  in 
the  same  Reprint.* 

Consonants,  though  by  no  means  unchangeable,  are  more  stable 
than  vowels,  the  law  of  their  mutations  is  more  constant,  or  at 
least  better  ascertained,  and  they  frequently  remain  fixed  in  the 
written,  after  they  have  been  lost  or  changed  in  sound,  in  the 
spoken  dialect.t     Hence,  in  researches  into  the  history  of  lan- 

♦  See  Robert  of  Gloucester,  p.  275. 

t  French  orthography  presents  a  wider  discrepancy  between  the  written  and 
spoken  dialects  than  docs  that  of  any  other  European  language.  Landor,  in 
his  Conversation  with  Delille,  asks,  "What  man  of  wbat  nation,  ancient  or 
modem,  could  imagine  the  existence  of  a  people  on  the  same  globe  with  him- 
self, who  employ  the  letters  e  a  u  x  to  express  the  sound  of  oJ"  In  f aimeas 
he  should  have  allowed  Delille,  by  way  of  set-off,  to  run  through  the  list  of 
soimds,  simple  and  compound,  which  we  express  by  the  formidable  combina- 
tion, ough.  The  etymology  of  a  large  proportion  of  the  French  vocabulary  is 
traceable  only  by  its  written  forms,  for,  as  articulated,  the  words  often  lose  aD 
resemblance  to  their  originals,  and  it  is  the  suppression  or  change  of  consonants 
that  disguises  them.  Whether  the  orthography  ever  represented  the  pronun- 
ciation is  very  doubtful,  and  Gcnin  has  shown  that  some  centuries  sinoe  the 
discrepancy  was  even  greater  than  it  is  now. 
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gnage  they  are  of  cardinal  importance,  and  consequently  have  al- 
most exdosiTely  engaged  the  attention  of  etymologists,  while,  on 
the  other  hand,  their  supposed  permanence,  immutability,  and  dis- 
tinctness of  character  have  led  them  to  be  much  neglected  by 
orthoepists,  as  elements  too  constant,  obvious,  and  well  understood, 
to  require  much  investigation  or  explanation.  Sut  in  point  of 
fact,  consonants  are  very  far  from  being  so  well  discriminated,  or 
so  permanent  constituents  of  spoken  language  as  is  generally 
assiuned.  It  is  true  that  their  differences  are  more  easily  appre- 
ciated by  the  ear,  though  less  easily  imitated  by  the  tongue,  than 
those  between  vowels,  but  he  who  observes  the  indistinct  articu- 
lation of  the  consonants  in  Danish,  the  confounding  of  the  hard 
and  soft  sounds  of  ^  in  some  dialects  of  Arabic,  and  of  I  and  r  in 
the  Polynesian  islands,  in  the  island  of  Sardinia  and  in  some  parts 
of  Switzerland,  the  separation  in  Italian  and  Spanish  of  conso- 
nants which  coalesce  in  English,*  the  almost  inaudible  difference 
between  the  two  in  some  Oriental  languages,  not  to  spesik  of  nu- 
merous other  peculiarities  of  the  like  sort,  will  be  convinced  that 
our  own  consonants  may  deserve  and  repay  a  more  careful  study 
than  EngUsh  orthoepists  have  yet  given  them.  The  lower  classes 
of  the  French  Canadians  habitually  confound  the  mutes  k  and  tj 
in  certain  combinations,  and  bs^j  mekiery  moikie  for  metier, 
moiti^,  and  Moli^re,  in  his  MSdeom  Mcdgre  Jjuiy  makes 
Jacqueline  say  cmhiquie  for  a/ndtie^  qiia/rqmS  for  qua/riieTy  etc 

*  I  think  what  I  have  called  the  eoaJU^Mnceoi  consonaDts  is  more  marked  in 
English  than  in  any  of  the  sister  tongues,  except  perhaps  in  Danish.  It  is  par- 
ticularly obvious  in  our  articulation  of  <,  n,  and  r,  followed  by  another  conso- 
nant, and  of  I  and  r  preceded  b}'  another  consonant,  in  the  same  syllable,  our 
pronunciation  of  which  combinations  is  of  a  nasalized  and  at  the  same  time  of 
a  di-phthongal  character,  while  in  Spanish  and  Italian  these  elements  are  as 
distinctly  and  independently  articulated  as  any  others.  By  way  of  compensa- 
tion for  this  confusion  of  sound,  we  exaggerate  the  diseresis  of  some  conso- 
nants incapable  of  thus  sliding  into  each  other,  and  interpose  an  obscure  vowel 
between  them.  CJuum  and  other  words  of  similar  ending  are  popularly  pro- 
nounced as  dissyllables,  and  in  Masaam,  besom,  bosom,  and  ehrisom  we  have  in- 
troduced a  written  vowel  between  the  s  and  m  of  the  radicals.  The  consonant  m 
does  not  readily  unite  even  with  a  preceding  liquid,  and  hence  the  vulgar  pro- 
nunciation eUtim,  heUum,  for  elm,  helm,  and  the  word  cUarum  for  alarm.  It  is 
perhaps  in  this  reluctance  of  f7»  to  coalesce  with  a  preceding  liquid,  that  we 
find  the  explanation  of  the  suppression  of  the  2  in  bakn,  calm,  and  other  worda 
of  similar  endipg. 


420  THE  ENGLISH  B.  [LsCT.  xxn 

The  modem  Italian  faUo^  (in  the  14th  oentnry  facto^  from  the 
lA\mfactwm,^  is  a  similar  case  of  change  of  consonant;  and  in 
the  collection  of  comedies  called  Le  Oi(me  in  the  Florentine  dia- 
lect, are  many  curious  illustrations  of  the  confusion  between  ^  c, 
and  A.  The  double  forms  nuncius  and  nuntius,  and  the 
like,  show  that  the  Bomans  did  the  same  thing,  if,  as  has  been 
supposed,  their  c  had  always  the  force  of  h.*  The  interchange  of 
these  mutes  also  explains  the  double  forms  in  English  of  IxU  and 
Ixichy  hrttUe  and  hricJdey  find  (whence  tmder)  and  kindle. 

An  extraordinary  instance  of  this  particular  confusion  occurs  in 
the  remarks  on  pronunciation  prefixed  to  the  edition  of  Webster's 
large  dictionary  printed  in  1828.  In  that  essay,  the  lexicographer, 
whose  most  conspicuous  defects  were  certainly  not  those  of  the 
ear,  after  having  devoted  a  lifetime  to  the  study  of  English  or- 
thoepy and  etymology,  informs  the  student  that,  ^^  The  letters  d 
answering  to  A:2  are  pronounced  as  if  written  H;  desr^  clean,  are 
pronounced  ^2ear,  ^fean.  01  is  pronounced  dl;  glory  is  pro- 
nounced <Kory." 

The  pronunciation  of  the  English  consonants  in  general  par- 
takes of  the  stability  which  marks  their  articulation  in  other  lan- 
guages, and  there  is  good  reason  to  believe  that  it  is,  in  this  respect, 
more  accordant  with  the  Anglo-Saxon,  than  are  the  cognate 
Scandinavian  dialects  with  their  Old-Northern  original. 

The  }  of  the  English  alphabet  is  very  pure  and  distinct  in  its 
pronunciation,  showing  no  tendency  to  the  more  explosive  artic- 
ulation of  some  German  dialects,  or  the  more  fricative  of  the 
Spanish,  and  I  am  aware  of  no  reason  for  supposing  that  it  has 
imdergone  any  change  as  an  element  of  English  orthoepy.f 

*  What  was  the  pronunciatioD  of  the  Latin  o  is  a  question  of  the  same  order 
as :  what  is  the  pronunciation  of  the  Italian  ef    See  Cortecelli  and  Florio. 

f  The  pedant  Holofernes  in  Love's  Labor's  Lost  criticizes  the  pronunciation 
of  the  coxcomb  Don  Adriano  de  Armado,  and  calls  him  a  '  racker  of  orthog- 
raphy/ because  he  ' speaks  dout  fine,  when  he  should  say  doubt;  det  when  he 
should  pronounce  debt,  d,e,b,t,  not  d,e,t/  The  ingenious  commentator  of  the 
excellent  edition  of  Shakespeare  lately  published  in  Boston,  hence  argues  that 
consonants  now  silent  were,  in  Shakespeare's  time,  heard  on  the  lips  of  pur- 
ists, and  that  the  change  from  the  ancient  pronimciation,  (in  whidi  he  sup- 
poses these  consonants  to  have  been  articulated,)  to  the  modem  in  which  they 
are  silent,  took  place  between  1575  and  1625,  and  he  cites  Butler's  Grammar  of 
1638,  to  show  that  at  that  period  b  was  not  pronounced  in  either  of  the  words 
in  question,  and  was  retained  in  spelling  merely  to  show  their  deriyation  from 
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The  Anglo-Saxon  c  had  very  probably  the  donble  force  of  the 
Italian  c,  representing,  in  different  combinations,  ch  and  h^  which 
latter  consonant  did  not  properly  belong  to  the  native  alphabet, 
though  not  absolutely  unknown  to  it.  When  it  preceded  n  at  the 
beginning  of  words,  as  in  cneow^  knee,  orukoany  to  know,  and 
cnottay  knot,  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  it  was  pronounced  as  h 
now  is  in  sunilar  combinations  in  modem  Oerman ;  but  it  became 
silent  soon  after  the  Korman  Conquest,  and  o  has  since  undergone 
little  if  any  change  of  sound. 

the  Latin.  The  only  authority  for  the  jxMition  that  they  ever  were  pro- 
nounoed  in  English  is  the  criticism  of  Holofemes  which  I  have  just  cited. 
Holofemes  is  at  once  a  pedant  and  an  ignoramus.  His  English  and  his 
Latin  are  equally  barbarous,  and  the  testimony  of  such  a  person  would 
be  insufficient  to  establish  the  position,  even  ft  uncontradicted.  But  the  evi- 
dence to  the  contrary  appears  to  me  strong,  and  I  am  x>er8uaded  that  there 
never  was  a  period  when  the  b  was  commonly  sounded  in  either  word,  though 
individuals  may  have  been  guilty  of  such  an  affectation.  Debt  and  dottbt  are 
descended  from  the  Latin  words  debeo  and  dubito,  but  we  derived  them 
from  the  French,  not  the  Latin,  at  a  period  when  French  was  as  familiarly  used 
in  England  as  EngUsh  itself,  and  of  course,  as  in  other  cases,  we  took  them 
with  the  French  "pronunciation.  The  arguments  of  G€nin  in  his  R^r^ations 
Philologiques,  and  the  express  words  of  Palsgrave,  p.  26,  show  satisfactorily 
that  in  the  French  debte  and  daubte,  the  old  forms  of  deUe  and  daute,  the  b  was 
not  sounded  even  when  it  was  written.  Robert  of  Gloucester,  in  the  thirteenth 
century,  p.  78,  writes  detU,  and  p.  89,  daute,  Det,  dette,  dout,  doute,  and  dtmghi, 
were  the  regular  spelling  until  after  the  Reformation,  and  numerous  examples 
of  these  forms  occur  in  Lord  Bemers's  Froissart,  and  in  other  writers  of  that 
and  earlier  centuries.  With  the  diffusion  of  classical  literature,  as  I  have  els^ 
where  remarked,  came  in  an  orthography  more  consonant  to  etymology,  but  it 
was  long  before  the  orthoepy  of  the  reformed  words  imderwent  a  correspond- 
ing change.  The  combination  bt  is  almost  unpronounceable.  It  does  not  oc- 
cur in  Anglo-Saxon,  and  in  that  language  even  the  pt  of  the  cognate  dialects 
passes  into  ft.  The  combination  et  presents  no  such  difficulty,  but  we  learn  from 
Campion,  (Haslewood's  Collection  II.  187,)  that  in  1602,  perfect,  though  the  e 
had  now  been  introduced  into  the  written  language,  was  stiU  pronounced  per- 
fet.  Spenser  rhymes  set  her  and  debtor  ;  shout  and  daut,  GU  quotes  the  verses 
containing  this  last  rhyme  B.  lY.  C.  III.  41,  without  remark,  spelling  doubt, 
dout;  and  on  page  88,  where  there  is  no  question  of  rhyme,  he  speUs  doubtfui 
without  the  b,  B.  Jonson,  Ep.  71  to  E.  James,  rhymes  doubt  and  devout ;  78,  let- 
ter and  dtSbtoT ;  119,  bet  and  dM,  In  these  cases,  as  in  hundreds  of  others,  the 
pronunciation  of  the  b  would  have  destroyed  the  rhyme.  It  is  then  certain, 
that,  before  the  Reformation,  the  b  in  these  words  was  not  even  written  ;  the 
testimony  of  Gil  shows  that  it  was  not  pronounced  in  1621 ;  and  that  of  But- 
ler, cited  by  Mr.  White,  is  positive  that  it  was  silent  in  1688.  We  have  also  the 
evidence  of  rhyme  that  it  was  not  pronoimced  in  the  interval,  and  Holofemes 
is  not  a  credible  witness  to  the  contrary. 
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The  confnsion  into  which  Anglo-Saxon  orthography  vi  as  throwr 
by  the  introduction  of  the  Latin  and  French  elements,  bringing 
with  them  an  alphabet  differing  more  or  less  from  the  Saxon  in 
the  form  and  power  of  its  letters,  soon  led  to  the  abandonment  of 
the  characters  not  common  to  the  orthography  of  both  the  native 
and  the  foreign  tongues.  The  Saxon  |)  and  6,  representing  the 
two  sounds  of  thy  which  were  wanting  in  Latin  and  French,  were 
dropped,  and  though  there  was  much  irregularity  in  the  use  of 
substitutes  for  them,  d  was  very  frequently  employed  for  the  6. 
and  f  a  6  e  r ,  father^  was  accordingly  written  yjz^for.  The  employ- 
ment of  d  for  two  purposes  occasioned  confusion  in  orthoepy,  and 
this  consonant  was  not  only  sounded  as  ^  in  native  words  origi- 
nally spelled  with  6,  but  it  took  the  th  sound  in  some  others,  and 
sometimes  even  in  Latin  pronunciation.  Palsgrave  warns  the 
pupU  against  pronouncing  the  d  in  the  French  words  adoption^ 
CKJUmlceTy  ^^like  th,  as  we  of  our  tonge  do  in  these  wordes  of 
Latine,  ath  adjuvandtMn  for  ad  adjnvandumy  corruptly."  This 
explains  Fluellen's  pronunciation  of  o^iversary  as  adversary  in 
Henry  V.,  fl^Avertised  cited  in  Halliwell,  and  other  like  cases. 
The  more  general  substitution  of  th  for  6  has  removed  this  source 
of  embarrassment,  and  the  consonant  d  seems  to  have  undergone 
no  other  change  in  articulation. 

J^had  formerly  the  sound  of  v  more  frequently  than  at  pres- 
ent. In  some  provincial  dialects  it  took  and  still  retains  the  force 
of  Vj  even  when  initial.  Ben  Jonson  cites  the  participles  clefi 
and  left  as  both  having  the  /*  sounded  like  y*  in  qfy  preposition, 
which  he  distinguishes  as  we  do  from  the  adverb  (?^,  and  he  com- 
pares the  sound  in  of,  d^t,  to  the  Latin  v,  that  in  <?j^  to  the  Greek 
#,  but  Gil  ascribes  to  the/*  in  deft  its  normal  sound.  The  pres- 
ent tendency  is  to  make  the  plural  of  nouns  in  rfy  like  wharf,  in 
/s  rather  than  vee,  and/* in  ^probably  retains  the  v  sound,  only 
to  distinguish  it  from  oj', 

G,  in  such  words  as  length,  strength,  where  we  consider  it  a 
gross  vulgarism  to  suppress  it,  appears  to  have  been  often  silent. 
Churehyarde  spells  these  words  leynth,  streynth ;  John  Xnox 
lenth  and  at/renth.  The  same  forms  occur  in  the  Political  Songs 
published  by  the  Camden  Society,  and  Halliwell  gives  several  in- 
stances of  the  latter  from  old  manuscript  authorities.  The  com- 
bination gh  was  originally  a  guttural  or  perhaps  a  palatal,  and  it 
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appears  to  have  had  this  peculiar  force  even  down  to  the  time  of 
GiL*  "Qracorum  X,"  says  he,  "in  initio  nnnqnam  tiBurpa- 
moB ;  in  medio,  et  in  fine,  eeepe,  et  per  gh  maid  experimimns." 
He  proposes  a  special  character  to  express  this  sonnd,  as  standards 
for  which,  he  cites  vmgkt  and  mumgh^  in  the  text,  and  bought^  in 
the  table.  He  uniformly  employs  this  character  in  high,  hndghtf 
th4>ugkj  ikroitgkj  and  otiier  words  of  the  same  ending,  but  re- 
marks that^  in  the  common  dialect,  enough  was  often  pronounced 
en/t^y  instead  of  with  the  guttural. 

The  rough  aspirate  h  had  formerly  a  much  greater  importance 
in  the  orthoepy  of  the  European  languages  than  it  at  present 
posseflses. 

The  Greeks  and  Komans  certamly  normally  articulated  the 
Grecian  rou^  breathing  and  the  Latin  A,  but  the  modem  Greeks, 
the  Italians,  the  Spaniards,  and  the  Portuguese,  have  lost  the 
sound  altogether,  though  they  still  retain  h  in  their  orthography, 
generally  either  to  determine  the  sound  of  other  consonants  or  to 
distmgniah  one  word  from  another.  It  is  slightly  heard  in 
French,  except  in  very  emphatic  utterance,  and  some  orthoepists 
deny  that  it  is  used  at  all.  The  present  tendency  of  all  the  Euro- 
pean languages  is  to  its  absolute  suppression,  and  it  is  not  impos- 
sible that  it  may  vanish  from  even  English  orthoepy  as  complete- 
ly as  it  has  done  from  that  of  the  South  of  Europcf  There 
w&esms  to  have  been  a  good  deal  of  embarrassment  with  respect  to 
the  use  of  the  letter  A  in  the  Latin  language.  Manuscripts  and 
inscriptions  often  omit  or  misapply  it,  but  its  omission  where  it 
ought  properly  to  be  aspirated,  was  nevertheless  regarded  as  a 
flagrant  violation  of  the  rules  of  good  taste.  "  K  one,"  says  St. 
Augustine,  freely  translated,  "  contrary  to  the  laws  of  orthoepy, 
murders  the  word  h/uman  by  calling  it  urrum^  without  the  aspi- 
ration, he  will  more  offend  his  hearers  than  if  he  had  committed  a 
real  AanMdeJ^X    ^®  ^^  ^^  towards  the  abolition  of  the  A  in 

*  Sluik6q>eare  has : 

Have  jou  not  heard  it  said  full  efi, 
A  woman's  nay  doth  stand  for  naught  f 

The  Passionate  Pilgrim,  XTV. 

t  See  Hietz,  Sveruka  AUmoge  Sproket,  p.  288.    Also  Fanfani,  Vocdbulario 
diff  Ubo  TMeano,  p.  409. 
%  Ut  qui  ilia  aoiuMmm  vetora  pladta  teneat  ant  doceat,  si  eontra  disciplinam 
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English  consisted  in  its  suppression  before  the  liquids  ly  n^  and  r. 
In  Anglo-Saxon  ladder^  ladUy  lady^  laughy  were  all  written  with 
the  initial  hi;  neck,  nut^  and  the  verb  to  neigh^  with  hn ;  ready^ 
raveny  rmffy  with  Ar,  and  this  was  also  the  orthography  of  the 
same  words  in  the  Old-Northern.  What  the  precise  force  of  h 
was  in  this  combination  is  uncertain,  but  as  it  is  now  a  distinct 
rough  breathing  in  these  words  in  Icelandic,  it  probably  had  the 
same  sound  in  Saxon.  It  disappeared  very  early  from  English 
words  of  this  dass,  and  these  combinations  do  not  occur  in  the 
Ormulum.  A  more  important  change  in  the  use  of  the^  was  its 
transposition  in  words  beginning  with  ku>y  (which  is  rather  a 
Scandinavian  than  a  Teutonic  combination,)  and  its  gradual  sup- 
pression in  the  articulation  of  that  combination.  Saxon  words 
beginning  with  kw  are,  in  the  Ormulum,  in  Layamon,  and  some- 
times even  in  older  Saxon  authors,  spelt  with  why  and  this  de- 
rangement of  the  letters  has  been  thought  to  indicate  a  difference 
of  pronimciation.  But  in  words  of  this  class  where  we  pronounce 
the  h  at  all,  we  articulate  it  before  the  Wy  as  for  instance  in  whale. 
Although,  therefore,  in  this  combination  the  A  orthographically 
follows,  it  orthoepically  precedes  the  Wy  and  this  was  probably  the 
Anglo-Saxon  pronunciation.  Many  of  us  remember  when  in 
white  and  other  words  of  this  class,  at  least  in  this  coimtry,  the  h 
was  always  distinctly  heard,  as  it  always  ought  to  be.  At  present 
it  is  fast  disappearing  from  this  combination.  This  is  a  corruption 
which  origiSTS  with  the  vulgar,  but  in  French  influence 
and  the  affectations  of  polished  society.  The  combination  of  h 
and  Wy  or  h  and  Vy  occurs  in  the  Scandinavian  languages,  but  it  does 
not  at  present  exist  in  German.*  In  some  of  the  Scandinavian  lo- 
cal dialects,  the  h  is  still  sounded  before  Vy  in  others  it  is  no  longer 
heard,  the  influence  of  the  Bomance  languages  having  there,  as  it 
has  in  a  much  more  marked  way  in  England,  tended  to  bring 
about  the  suppression  of  the  aspiration.  The  process  appears  to 
have  commenced  at  an  early  period,  for  Lord  Bemers  wrote,  or 

grammaticam,  sine  aspiratione  primes  syllabce,  omin&m  dixerit,  displiceat  magli 

hominibus,  quam  si  contra  tua  precepta  hominem  oderit,  cum  sit  homo. 

Conf .  L  29. 
See  also  Cicero,  ed.  SchUtz,  p.  129. 

*  Zahn  and  other  earlier  philologists  recognize  hw  or  hvsB  existing  in  Mobso- 
Gothic  orthoepy,  but  it  is  not  admitted  by  Massmann,  Dief enbach,  or  Stamm. 
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at  least  Fynson  printed,  wo  and  wJu)^  were  and  where^  indiffer- 
ently, and  we  may  thence  infer  that  the  pronunciation  had  already 
begun  to  vacillate.  Indeed,  we  find  similar  forms  in  Bobert  of 
Gloucester,  but  these  may  be  dialectic 

The  liquid  I  appears  to  have  served  in  many  combinations,  in 
both  early  English  and  IVench,  no  other  purpose  than  to 
lengthen,  or  otherwise  modify,  the  vowel  preceding ;  but  as  it 
was  imdonbtedly  always  articulated  in  Saxon,  its  suppression  in 
such  words  as  Jta^f^  calf^  hdJ/m,^  caJmhy  and  the  like,  is  to  be 
ascribed,  if  not  to  the  reason  assigned  in  a  note  to  a  previous 
page,  to  Norman  influence  *  In  many  words  of  Saxon  origin,  as 
for  instance  in  oovH  and  wcfuld^  it  was  generally  pronoimced  un- 
til a  recent  period.  The  old  Kew  England  pronunciation  of  these 
words  was  coold^  wodd^  and  Ben  Jonson  writes  Fid  for  Pd^  the 
popular  contraction  of  I  would.  In  Gil's  phonographic  system, 
the  I  is  always  written  in  such  words,  and  it  was  of  course  articu- 
lated. We  have,  on  the  other  hand,  in  conformity  to  the  cor- 
rected orthography  of  many  words  of  French  origin,  recently 
introduced  it  in  some  cases  where  it  was  formerly  silent.  In  the 
sixteenth  century  Englishmen  wrote  and  pronounced  eoud/y(ywrs^ 
aescmi.  At  a  later  period,  they  spelt  and  articulated  the  I  in 
both,  and  it  is  worth  noticing  that  the  French  have  done  the 

*  Suckling,  in  the  middle  of  the  Beventeenth  century,  as  appears  by  a  pas- 
sage quoted  by  Alibone,  under  Cfarmo,  pronounced /au2<  with  a  silent  I,  for  he 
rhymes  it  with  laureate: 

Tom  Carew  was  next,  but  he  had  AfcnUt, 
That  would  not  well  stand  with  a  laureai. 

Tiineham,  in  1675,  wrote  skro  for  scrolL  This  pronunciation  suggests  a 
probable  etymology  for  a  word  which  has  much  embarrassed  lexicographers. 
The  Icelandic  noun  Bkr6  means  skin  or  parehmeni,  whence  the  verbs  Bkr6 
and  Bkr&setja,  to  write  or  record.  From  8kr&  comes  the  oldDanishSkraa, 
(pronounced  skro,)  a  written  ordinance  or  law,  and  I  think  also  our  toroU,  and 
the  Norman  English  e»orow.    SerawU  occurs  in  Wydifle,  Matth.  zziii.  5. 

In  Richard  Goer  de  Lion,  Weber,  II.  188,  we  find : 

Looke  every  mannys  name  thoro  wryte 
Upon  a  wrawe  of  parcheymn,  &c. 

And  in  Capgrave,  p.  200 :  "  In  this  tyme  the  Lolardis  set  up  Sercuii  at 
Westminster  and  at  Poules,  with  abhominable  accusaciones  of  hem  that  long 
to  the  cherch/'  &c. 

Bwift,  Boston  ed..  Vol.  XL,  p.  546,  uses  9or<M  for  luff.  (Italian  eotiea^ 
moard.) 
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same  thing  with  respect  to  the  former  word,  the  Bondard  of 
older  writeiB,  itself  a  cormption  of  a  still  earlier  form,  sonldard, 
having  become  the  soldat  of  recent  times.  There  are  manj 
instances  in  the  English  poetry  of  the  sixteenth,  and  earlier  cen- 
turies, where  the  liquid  I  stands  for  a  syllable  of  itself.  For  ex- 
ample, the  preterites  or  participles  daezled  and  h/umhled  must 
have  been  pronounced  as  trisyllables,  daesdedj  humbdecL  Traces 
of  this  pronnnciation  yet  remain  in  both  England  and  this  conn- 
try.  Ignorant  persons  call  the  elm  tree  €llum^  and  Tietlwm  is  the 
regular  nautical  pronunciation  of  helm.*^ 

The  former  English  pronunciation  of  the  letter  r  was  probably 
much  the  same  as  in  the  modem  French.  *^It^  says  Ben  Jon- 
son,  ^^  is  the  dog's  letter  and  hv/rrdk  in  the  soimd,  the  tongue  strik- 
ing the  inner  palate  with  a  trembling  about  the  teeth.  It  is 
sounded  firm  in  the  beginning  of  words,  and  more  liqtdd  in  the 
middle  and  end,  as  rarar,  rvperP 

The  Anglo-Saxon  alphabet,  as  I  have  more  than  once  had  occa- 
sion to  observe,  had  two  characters  corresponding  to  those  of  the 
Icelandic,  to  express  the  two  sounds  of  th^  which  are  absurdly  dis- 
tinguished by  many  grammarians  as  respectively  the  fiat  and 
tiharp  articulations.  According  to  analogy  with  the  Old-North- 
ern, the  character  ^  should  represent  th  in  <Ain,  or  the  Gh-eek  ^ ; 
6,  th  in  ^Ais,  or  the  modem  Greek  -^,  and  there  is  little  doubt  that 
this  was  their  original  force.  But  in  Anglo-Saxon  manuscripts, 
the  two  are  often  confounded  or  interchangeably  employed,  and 
some  grammarians  have  even  supposed  that  in  that  orthography, 
their  sounds  were  precisely  the  reverse  of  those  appropriated  to 
them  in  the  Scandinavian  alphabet.  In  any  event  it  seems  quite 
certain  that  we  have  in  many  cases  substituted  the  hard  sound  for 
the  soft,  and  the  contrary,  though  we  cannot  determine  when  the 
change  took  place.f 

The  recent  introduction  of  the  a?,  in  the  combination  v)h  in 
several  words,  is  remarkable.    Whde^  in  the  Saxon  root,  and  the 

*  See  note  at  page  410. 

f  White  argues  that  ih  was  sounded  as  <  in  Shakespeare's  tfane,  bat  Ben  Jon- 
son  in  the  Masque  of  Augurs  writes  the  foreign  pronunciation  of  Van  Goose, 
affecting  to  be  an  Englishman,  as  ting  for  thing,  noting  for  noihmg,  which  ha 
would  not  have  done  had  such  been  the  usual  ptonunciadon.  See  also  Ben 
Jonson's  English  Grammar,  which  is  decisive  on  this  point 
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corresponding  word  in  the  cognate  langnages,  were  without  the 
Wy  and  whole  and  its  deriyativeB  were  nsnallj  written  without  it 
in  English,  nntil  the  latter  part  of  the  sixteenth  century.''^  So 
hoij  which  in  Anglo-Saxon  was  spelt  with  h  only,  occasionally  re- 
ceived 9LV)  Bi  the  same  period.  Whartleb&rry  is  an  instance  of  the 
same  sort  Whether  the  w  was  ever  articnlated  in  whole^  whole" 
aame^  or  in  whot^  we  cannot  determine,  bnt  it  is  difficnlfc  to  accoimt 
for  its  introduction  on  any  other  supposition.  On  the  other  hand^ 
this  semi-vowel  has  been  rejected  from  the  orthography  of  many 
words  where  it  was  once  written  and  pronounced,  and  it  is  silent  in 
pronunciation  in  many  words  where  it  is  still  written.  Several  Sax- 
on words  began  with  wl.  These  are  all,  I  believe,  obsolete,  though 
we  have  derivatives  of  two  of  them  in  Vukewa/mij  and  lothj  loaike^ 
and  looithaome.  These  last  words,  as  well  as  one  or  two  others, 
retained  the  initial  w  until  the  fifteenth  century,  and  it  doubtless 
had  some  orthoepical  force,  though  we  cannot  pronounce  upon  its 
precise  character.  It  was  unquestionably  anciently  articulated 
before  r,  in  such  words  as  wrtte^  wrong^  wrench^  &c  What  ita 
precise  force  was  cannot  now  be  ascertained,  but  it  appears  to 
have  had  a  distinct  sound,  in  such  combinations,  till  near  the  end 
of  the  sixteenth  century,  and  even  later  if  the  authority  of  Mul- 
caster  and  Gil  is  to  be  relied  on.  The  former  says  in  express 
terms,  that  wia2L  consonant  in  the  word  wrong,  and  Gil,  whose 
phonography  rejects  all  silent  letters,  retains  the  w  in  wrathy 
wrathfuL,  wretch,  and  wretched.  Even  at  the  present  day,  in 
some  of  the  English  provincial  dialects,  the  words  write,  righty 
rite,  are  all  clearly  distinguished  in  articulation. 

From  these  remarks  it  will  be  evident  that  our  present  subject 
is  involved  in  great  obscurity,  but,  nevertheless,  it  seems  a  safe 
conclusion,  that  the  pronunciation  of  our  language  has  been  upon 
the  whole  considerably  softened,  perhaps  it  would  be  more  accu- 
rate to  say,  has  become  more  confused,  within  the  last  two  or 
three  centuries,  and  is  less  clear,  distinct,  and  sonorous  than  it 
was  in  earlier  ages.  I  have  endeavored  to  show,  in  a  previous 
lecture,  that  the  art  of  printing  is  exerting  a  restorative  influence 

*  WkciU  may  i)088ibly  be  from  the  Anglo-Saxon  w  a  1  g ;  but  the  etymolog- 
ical analogies  of  the  sister-tongues  are  to  the  contrary ;  and  as  tr  never  entered 
into  the  orthography  of  vihoU  until  Anglo-Saxon  was  forgotten,  the  derivatioD 
from  hal  is  more  probable. 
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« 

on  Englifih  prononciation.  The  stadj  of  AngloSarXon  and  Old- 
English  grammar  will  be  attended  with  like  resoltB.  We  may, 
therefore,  hope  that  the  farther  corruption  of  onr  orthoepy  will 
be  arrested,  and  that  we  may  recoyer  something  of  the  fnlness 
and  distinctness  of  articolation,  which  appear  to  have  characterized 
the  ancient  Anglican  tongae.''^ 

*  Scholais  familiar  with  Ellis's  learned  and  able  essay  on  Early  English  pro- 
nunciation wiU  find  many  of  the  foregoing  observations  superfluous,  many 
more,  I  fear,  ill-founded ;  but  it  is  too  late  for  me  to  attempt  a  xevisal  of  my 
statements,  and  I  must  let  them  go  for  what  they  are  worth,  contenting  myself 
with  referring  to  the  labors  of  Mr.  EUis  as  not  only  more  complete  but  asbet> 
ter  authority  than  my  own« 

I  would  also  once  more  refer  the  reader  to  a  very  able  artide  on  this  subject 
in  the  ybrih  Am&rican  B$ciew,  1864. 


LEOTUEE   XXIII. 


An  important  differenoe  between  the  great  daasee  of  langoages 
which  we  have  considered  in  former  lectoree — ^those,  namelj, 
abounding  in  grammatical  inflections,  and  those  comparativdy 
destitute  of  them — ^is  the  more  ready  adaptability  of  the  inflected 
tongues  to  the  conventional  forms  of  poetical  composition.  In 
other  words,  they  more  easily  accommodate  themselves  to  those 
laws  of  arrangement,  sequence,  and  recurrence  of  sound— of 
rhythm,  metre,  and  rhyme — ^by  which  verse  addresses  itself  to 
the  sensuous  ear  and  enables  that  organ,  without  reference  to  the 
subject,  purport,  or  rhetorical  character  of  a  given  writing,  to 
determine  whether  it  is  poetry  or  prose.  An  obvious  element  in 
this  facility  of  application  to  poetical  use,  is  the  independence  of 
the  laws  of  position  in  syntax  which  belongs  especially  to  in- 
flected languages,  for  it  is  evidentiy  much  easier  to  give  a  pro- 
sodical  form  to  a  period,  if  we  are  unrestricted  in  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  words  which  compose  it,  than  if  the  parts  of  speech 
are  bound  to  a  certain, inflexible  order  of  succession.  Metrical 
convenience  has  introduced  inversion  among  the  allowable  li- 
censes of  English  poetry,  and  some  modem  writers  have  indulged 
in  it  to  a  very  questionable  extent ;  but  at  all  events  its  use  is 
necessarily  very  limited,  and  it  cannot  be  employed  at  all  without 
some  loss  of  perspicuity.  A  more  important  poetical  advantage 
of  a  flectional  grammar,  is  the  abundance  of  consonances  which 
necessarily  characterizes  it.  Wherever  there  are  uniform  termi- 
nations for  number,  gender,  case,  conjugation,  and  other  gram- 
matical accidents,  where  there  are  augmentative,  diminutive, 
and  frequentative  forms,  there  of  course  must  be  a  correspond 
ing  copiousness  of  rhymes.  English,  possessing  few  inflections, 
has  no  large  classes  of  similar  endings.    On  the  contrary,  it  ia 

rich  in  variety  of  terminations,  and  for  that  reason  poor  in  con- 

(429^ 
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fionances.  The  number  of  English  words  which  have  no  rhyme 
in  the  langnage,  and  which,  of  coarse,  cannot  be  placed  at  the 
end  of  a  line,  is  very  great.  Of  the  words  in  Walker's  Rhym- 
ing Dictionary,  five  or  six  thousand  at  least  are  withoat  rhymes, 
and  consequently  can  be  employed  at  the  end  of  a  verse  only  by 
transposing  the  accent,  coupling  them  with  an  imperfect  conso- 
nance or  constructing  an  artificial  rhyme  out  of  two  words. 
Of  this  class  are  very  many  important  words  well  adapted  for 
poetic  use,  such  as  wa/rmth^  monthj  wclf^  Q^fy  ^^f^y  mudCy 
hreadthj  vridth;  depths  sU/oer^  Jvonor^  virtue^  warship^  cirde^ 
epic  J  ewrthborn^  iron^  citron^  a/aihor^  echo;  others,  like  (xywrage^ 
hero,  which  rhyme  only  with  words  that  cannot  be  used  in  serious 
poetry ;  others  again  which  have  but  a  single  consonance,  as  habe^ 
astrolabe,  length,  strength.  Our  poverty  of  rhyme  is  perhaps 
the  greatest  formal  difficulty  in  English  poetical  composition. 
In  the  infancy  of  our  literature,  it  was  felt  by  Chaucer,  who  con- 
cludes the  Complaint  of  Mars  and  Yenus  with  this  lamentation : 

And  eke  to  me  it  is  a  great  penaunce, 

Sith  rime  in  English  hath  soch  scarcite, 

To  f olow  word  by  word  the  curiosite. 

Of  Graunson,  flour  of  hem  that  make  in  Fraunoe. 

The  successors  of  Chaucer  have  felt  the  burden  of  the  embarrass- 
ment, if  they  have  not  echoed  the  complaint. 

Walker's  Rhyming  Dictionary  contains  about  thirty  thousand 
words,  including  the  different  inflected  forms  of  the  same  word. 
In  this  list  the  number  of  different  endings  is  not  less  than  four- 
teen or  fifteen  thousand,  and  inasmuch  as  there  are  in  the  same 
list  five  or  six  thousand  words  or  endings  without  rhyme,  as  I 
have  already  stated,  there  remain  about  nine  thousand  rhymed 
endings  to  twenty-five  thousand  words,  so  that  the  average  num- 
ber of  words  to  an  ending,  or,  which  comes  to  the  same  thing, 
the  number  of  rhymes  to  the  words  capable  of  rhyming,  would 
be  less  than  three.  The  Rhyming  Dictionary  indeed  contains 
scarcely  half  the  English  words  admissible  in  poetry,  and  of 
those  that  form  its  vocabulary,  many  are  wholly  un-English  and 
unauthorized,  but  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  propor- 
tions would  be  changed  by  extending  the  list. 

If  we  compare  our  own  with  some  of  the  Romance  languages^ 
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we  shall  find  a  Burprising  difference  in  the  relative  abundance 
and  scarcity  of  rhymes. 

The  Spanish  poet  Yriarte,  in  a  note  to  his  poem  La  Misica, 
states  the  nnmber  of  endings  in  that  language  at  three  thousand 
nine  hundred  only,  among  which  are  a  large  number  that  occur 
only  in  a  single  word.  Now  a^  the  Spanish  vocabulary  is  a 
copious  one,  we  shall  be  safe  in  saying  that  there  are  probably 
more  than  thirty  thousand  Spanish  words  capable  of  being  em- 
ployed in  poetry.  The  inflections  are  very  numerous,  and  while 
our  verb  love  admits  of  but  seven  forms,  namely,  love^  lovesy 
lovestj  loveth^  lovedesty  lovrng^  and  laoedy  the  corresponding  Span- 
ish verb  amar  has  more  than  fifty.  Nouns  distinguish  the 
numbers ;  pronouns  and  adjectives  generally,  and  articles  always, 
both  genders  and  numbers,  and  we  may  assume  that  the  words, 
upon  an  average,  admit  of  at  least  three  forms.  This  would  give 
about  one  hundred  thousand  forms  with  less  than  four  thousand 
endings,  or  twenty-five  rhymes  to  every  word.  This  is  but  a 
rough  estimate,  and  it  must  be  observed  that,  from  the  strictness 
of  the  laws  of  Castilian  prosody,  as  compared  with  the  Italian, 
many  rhymes,  which  Tasso  would  have  used  without  scruple, 
would  be  disapproved  in  Spanish,  except  in  ballads  and  other 
popular  poetry.  Words  of  the  scMne  oUms^  whose  consonance  de- 
pends wholly  on  grammatical  ending,  are  sparingly  coupled,  and 
absolute  coincidence  of  sound  is  disallowed,  as  in  most  other 
languages.  Hence,  while  amaba  and  callaba  would  be  re- 
garded as  a  license,  hallaba  and  callaba  would  be  inadmissi- 
ble. For  this  reason,  and  because  also  the  article  and  other  un- 
important words  cannot  well  be  used  at  the  end  of  a  verse,  the 
number  of  Spanish  rhymes  available  in  practice  is  considerably 
less  than  the  calculation  I  have  just  given  would  make  it. 

I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  the  endings  are  more  numerous, 
and  consequently  the  rhymes  fewer,  in  Italian  than  in  Spanish, 
although  still  very  abundant  as  compared  with  the  poverty  of 
English  consonances ;  and  this  may  explain  the  greater  freedom 
of  the  Italian  poets  in  the  use  of  them.^    Tasso  even  employe 

*  Rosasco,  Bimario  Toteano,  Padova,  1768,  gives  the  number  of  Italian  end- 
ings at  5,042.  The  list  of  unrhymed  words  contains  500,  each  capable  of  two 
forms. 
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identical  rhymes  almost  as  liberallj  as  Gower ;  and  in  the  second 
canto  of  the  Gbrusalemme  Liberata  I  find  the  following  pairs : 
Yiene  conviene,  face  verb  and  face  nonn,  voti  devo. 
ti,  immago  mago,  impone  appono,  irresolute  so- 
lute, riveli  veli,  esecutrice  vendicatrice,  volto 
participle  and  volto  noun,  spiri  sospiri,  lament!  ram- 
menti  tormenti,  sole  console,  compiaoque  pi- 
a  c  qu  e ,  and  nearly  twenty  more  equally  objectionable  on  the  score 
of  too  perfect  consonance. 

Poverty  in  rhyme  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  talent  of  im- 
provisation, so  common  and  so  astonishingly  developed  in  degree 
in  Italy,  is  almost  unknown  in  England  and  among  ourselves.* 
Besides  the  ease  of  rhyming,  the  general  flexibility  of  the  Italian 
language,  and  its  great  freedom  of  syntactical  movement  as  com- 
pared with  the  rigidity  of  most  other  European  tongues,  adapt  it 
to  the  rhythmical  structure  of  verse  as  remarkably  as  the  abundance 
of  similar  inflectional  endings  facilitates  the  search  for  rhymes. 
It  is  this  quality  of  flexibility  of  arrangement  which  gives  it  so 
great  an  advantage  over  the  Spanish  in  ease  of  versification,  not- 
withstanding the  greater  number  of  like  terminations  in  the  latter. 
The  Btmcture  of  the  Spanish  period,  whether  in  poetry  or  in 

*  To  those  who  have  not  witnessed  the  readiness  and  dexterity  of  Italian 
improvisatori,  their  performances  are  incredible,  and  they  are  perhaps  even 
more  inexplicable  to  those  who  have  listened  to  them.  The  f oUowing  is  an  in* 
stance  which  fell  under  my  own  obsenration :  An  eminent  improvisatore,  in 
spending  an  evening  in  a  private  circle,  was  invited  to  give  some  specimens  of 
his  art.  He  composed  and  declaimed  several  short  poems  on  subjects  suggest- 
ed by  us,  with  scarcely  a  moment's  preparation.  They  were  in  a  great  variety 
of  metres,  and  very  often  accommodated  to  bouts  rinUa,  or  blank  rhymes,  fur- 
nished by  the  party,  and  purposely  made  as  disparate  as  possible.  In  one  in- 
stance, he  communicated  to  me  privately  the  general  scope  of  thought  to  be 
woven  into  a  sonnet,  and  proposed  that  the  party  should  furnish  the  blank 
rhymes,  a  subject,  and  two  lines  from  any  Italian  poet  which  might  occur  to  us. 
He  was  then  to  accommodate  the  proposed  train  of  thought  to  the  rhymes  and 
the  subject,  and  to  introduce  the  two  verses  which  should  be  suggested.  The 
rhymes  were  prepared,  and  the  subject  given  was  the  Penknife.  1  remember 
but  one  of  the  lines  which  he  was  required  to  interweave.    It  was, 

Vattene  in  pace,  alma  beata  e  bella  1 
(Depart  in  peace,  fair  and  blessed  soul  I) 

The  sonnet,  really  a  very  spirited  one,  was  composed  and  ready  for  deliveiy 
in  less  time  than  we  had  spent  in  collecting  and  arranging  the  rhymes. 
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prose,  is  comparatdyely  cnmbrons  and  formal ;  there  are  fewer 
dactylic  feet,  and  less  varietj  of  accentuation ;  and  hence  it  does 
not  so  readily  accommodate  itself  to  a  metrical  disposition  of 
words  as  the  Italian,  which  has  the  additional  convenience  of 
dropping  or  retaining  the  final  vowel  in  many  cases  at  pleasure. 

It  has  been  thought  singular  that  with  the  multitude  of  like 
terminations,  and  the  great  sensibility  of  the  Greek  and  Latin  ear, 
neither  rhyme,  alliteration,  nor  accent  should  have  become  a  met- 
rical element  of  versification,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  repetition 
of  soimd  in  all  its  forms  should  have  been  sedulously  avoided. 
But  the  very  abondance  of  similar  endings  suggests  the  reason 
why  they  were  not  used  as  a  formal  ingredient  in  the  structure  of 
verse.  That  which  constantly  forces  itself  upon  us  we  do  not 
seek  after,  but  rather  aim  to  avoid.  It  wonld,  therefore,  have 
been  a  departure  from  the  principles  of  a  ta^te  so  fastidious  as 
that  of  the  classic  ages,  artificially  to  multiply  and  emphasize  co- 
incidences of  sound  which,  by  the  laws  of  the  language,  were 
continually  presenting  themselves  unsolicited.  The  frequent  re- 
currence of  like  sounds  in  those  languages  was  unavoidable ;  it 
was  a  grammatical  necessity,  and  if  sach  sounds  had  been  design- 
edly  introduced  as  rhymes,  and  thus  made  still  more  conspicuous, 
they  could  not  but  have  been  as  ofEensive  to  the  delicacy  of  an- 
cient ears  as  excessive  alliteration  is  to  our  own.  To  them  such 
obvious  coincidences  appeared  too  gross  to  be  regarded  as  proper 
instrumentalities  in  so  ethereal  an  art  as  poetry,  and  they  con- 
structed a  prosody  depending  simply  upon  the  subtilest  element 
of  articulation,  the  quantity  or  relative  length  of  the  vowels. 

The  fastidiousness  of  tafite  increases  with  its  refinement,  and 
indeed,  in  many  cases,  the  one  is  but  another  name  for  the  other. 
When  the  poetic  forms  of  classic  Greece  and  Rome  became  more 
multifarious,  and  the  rules  of  prosody  and  metrical  structure 
more  and  more  distinctly  defined,  we  observe  greater  care  in  the 
avoidance,  not  merely  of  end-rhymes,  but  of  all  repetitions  of 
sound,  both  in  poetry  and  prose.  There  are  some  traces  of  the 
employment  of  rhyme  and  assonance  in  mere  popular  literature 
at  a  very  remote  period ;  and  though  none  of  the  great  poets  of 
antiquity  are  supposed  to  have  intentionally  introduced  either, 
yet  their  comparatively  frequent  occurrence  in  the  works  of 
Heeiod  seems  to  show  that  in  his  time  no  vety  great  pains  were 
19 
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taken  to  exdnde  them.  The  extant  works  of  Hesiod  comprise 
about  twenty-three  hxmdred  lines  or  verses,  and  I  find  in  theee 
poems  thirty  pairs  of  consecutive  rhymes,  and  about  twenty  in- 
stances where  the  same  termination  occurs  with  one  or  two  inter- 
vening verses.  In  twice  that  number  of  verses  in  the  Iliad  and 
the  Odyssey,  I  observe  but  twenty  pairs  of  consecutive  rhymes, 
generally  repetitions  of  the  same  words,  and  about  thirty  recur- 
rences of  rhymes  separated  by  one  or  two  lines.  The  difference 
between  the  two  poets  is  not  likely  to  have  been  accidental,  and 
it  is  not  improbable  that  the  more  numerous  critical  revisions 
which  the  works  of  Homer  passed  through,  eliminated  some  in- 
stances of  what  to  the  Greek  ear  was  o£Eensive.  The  rhymes  in 
Hesiod  in  many  cases  occur  in  catalogues  of  proper  names,  and 
it  is  possible  that  they  were  designedly  employed  as  helps  to  the 
memory,  which  would  be  more  needed  in  a  mere  list  of  names 
than  in  a  connected  narrative.  It  should  be  observed  with  refei^ 
ence  to  both  Hesiod  and  Homer,  that  the  ancient  accentuation  in 
many  instances  doubtless  made  the  rhymes  much  less  conspicuous 
to  the  ear  than  they  are  by  the  modem  modes  of  scanning,  but 
still  they  could  hardly  have  failed  to  be  noticed. 

The  ancients  in  general  avoided  resemblances  of  sound  in  prose 
with  almost  equal  solicitude,  though  they  were  perhaps  even  less 
scrupulous  with  regard  to  the  repetition  of  the  same  word  than 
we  are  in  English ;  but  there  are  passages  in  some  of  the  more 
primitive  prose  writers  where  coincidence  of  syllable  seems  almost 
sought  for.  There  is  an  example  of  this  in  Herodotus,  familiar 
to  every  school-boy : 

Toloi  irapa  o^iai  ytvofievoiai  KpoKoSiiXoioi  roUn  iv  t^i  difiooiyai. 

The  monotony  of  this  passage  must  have  struck  ev«ry  ear,  and 
if,  as  some  suppose,  the  ancient  Greeks,  like  the  modem,  pro- 
nounced the  diphthong  oi  like  i  or  our  long  e,  the  effect  of  so 
many  repetitions  must  have  been  still  more  disagreeable.  It 
would  seem,  then,  that  in  the  less  artificial  periods  of  Greek 
literature,  coincidence  of  sound,  in  poetry  and  prose,  if  unsought 
for,  was  yet  not  very  scrupulously  avoided,  and  the  systematic 
rejection  of  it  is  one  of  the  refinements  of  a  later  age.  There 
are,  however,  many  instances  where  fastidious  Greek  and  Latin 
writers  of  the  most  polished  ages  of  ancient  literature  have,  in- 
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tentionall J  or  unintentionally,  admitted  more  or  less  perfect  con- 
sonances and  repetitions  of  sound.*  Ovid  has  many  rhyming 
couplets,  and  Cicero  says  in  prose,  ^^bellum  autem  ita  suscipi- 
aturnt  nihil  aliud  nisi  pax  qusesita  videatur.''  Landor  notes 
that  the  great  orator  in  one  of  his  moral  treatises  uses  the  verb 
possum  in  some  of  its  forms  seven  times  in  fourteen  lines.  The 
same  critical  trifler  has  spent  some  of  his  many  hours  of  labori- 
ous  idleness  in  hunting  up  cacophonies  of  various  sorts  in  Plato, 
to  whom  he  seems  to  owe  a  particular  grudge ;  but,  nevertheless, 
it  was  certainly  a  rule  of  both  Greek  and  Latin  composition,  that 
all  coincidences  of  sound,  except  those  of  quantity  in  verse,  were 
to  be  avoided. 

Notwithstanding  the  modem  love  of  consonance,  we  in  gen- 
eral abstain  from  it  where  it  is  not  essential  to  the  form  of  com- 
position employed,  and  a  rhyming  couplet  in  blank  verse,  except 
occasionally  at  the  end  of  a  paragraph  in  dramatic  or  dithyrambic 
poetry,  is  felt  at  once  as  an  unwarrantable  license.    Bhyme 

*  Mullach,  Orommaiik  der  Orieehisdien  VtUganprctehs,  p.  78,  cites  a  passage 
of  rhymed  prose  from  Plato,  Symp.  p.  197,  D.,  vrpdo  rnra  fih  nopl^uv,  aypi&nrra 
&  k^opi^ufv,  etc.,  through  several  x>a!rs  of  consonances,  and  two  couplets  of 
rhymed  verse  from  a  speech  of  Strepsiades  in  the  OUmds  of  Aristophanes, 
707.  Cicero,  Tusc.  Disp.,  I.  28,  and  III.  19,  quotes  rhyming  verses  from 
Ennius ;  but  the  rule  of  Quintilian,  whom  Roger  Ascham  triumphantly  ap- 
peals to  in  the  Scholemaster,  is  express  in  its  condemnation  of  like  endings — 
similiter  deainentia.  See  Quint.  IX.  c.  4  See  also  Fuch,  III.**' 
Abschnit. 

In  the  literature  of  the  Middle  Ages,  we  sometimes  meet  with  rhymes  in 
prose,  in  works  where  we  should  least  expect  to  find  them.  Thus,  in  the 
Saxon  Chronicle,  MLXXXVII.,  p.  296,  Ingram's  edition,  there  is  a  long  pas- 
sage with  a  great  nimiber  of  rhyming  words  at  irregular  intervals. 

The  Old  French  Books  of  the  Kings  are  full  of  passages  where  the  fre- 
quent rhymes  must  have  been  intentional.  Thus,  p.  5:  "Del  present  out 
primes  Deus  sa  part,  puis  al  €vesche  fist  bel  reffuard.  Et  si  U  dist :  Sire,  sire, 
entend  H  mei;  jo  sui  la  tue  ancele  ki  ]&  devant  Ui  prei^res  fie,  E  pur  cest 
enfant  dune  Deu  requis;  il  me  le  dunad  H  buu  plaisir,  et  je  11  rend  pur  lui 
servir"  P.  7,  "Par  prl,  par  force,  les  dames  vioUrent;  le  pople  del  sacriflse 
ireatumh'ent.  Del  sacrifise  pristrent  H  sei,  par  rustic  et  par  desrei,  plus  que  n'en 
out  cumanded  la  lei."  P.  8,  "  Yostre  fame  n'ost  mie  seine,  kar  ^  mal  le  pople 
meine;  ne  faites  mais  tel  uvercUnne,  dunt  le  sacrifise  remaigne.  Si  hom  p^he 
vers  altre,  H  Deu  se  purrad  aeorder,  e  s'  il  p^che  vers  Deu  ki  purrad  pur  lui 
preierf  tant  tendrement  les  fols  ama  que  reddement  ne's  chastia;  par  bel  les 
reprist  e  par  amur,  nient  par  destrece  ne  par  reddur,  cume  apent  a  maistre  e 
ft  pastur" 
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Btn&es  Ma  no  less  disagreeably,  if  it  happens  to  occur  between 
two  emphatic  words  in  prose,  as  does  also  a  metrical  stmctore, 
which,  imless  it  is  wholly  accidental,  has  mnch  the  same  effect  aa 
a  dancing  step  in  the  walk  of  a  reverend  senior.  Those  who  are 
acquainted  with  the  admirably  told  German  tales  of  Mnssens, 
will  remember  the  comic,  mock-heroic  air  thrown  over  the  nar- 
rative by  the  occasional  introduction  of  a  succession  of  iambics, 
and  our  newspapers  often  contain  prose  articles  rendered  equally 
ludicrous  by  interspersing  rhyming  words  now  and  then.  There 
are  indeed  instances  in  rhetoric,  both  ancient  and  modem,  of  the 
happy  employment  of  like  sounds,  but  the  attempt  to  introduce 
them  artificially  into  oratory,  generally  serves  no  other  purpose 
than  to  exemplify  the  proverb,  and  to  prove  experimentally  that 
"  there  is  but  a  step  from  the  sublime  to  the  ridiculous."  It  is 
remarkable  that  neither  the  fine  ear  of  Fisher  Ames,  nor  the 
taste  of  his  dignified  audience,  was  offended  by  the  repetitions  of 
sound  in  a  passage  of  his  celebrated  speech  on  the  British  Treaty : 
^^  This  day  we  xmdeTtaJce  to  render  account  to  the  widows  and 
orphans  whom  our  decision  will  make;  to  the  wretches  that  will 
be  roasted  at  the  stake;  to  our  country,  &c.,  &c."  Here,  of 
course,  the  consonance  could  not  have  been  other  than  an  acci- 
dental one,  but  it  does  not  appear  to  have  been  noticed  as  a 
blemish,  though  in  general  such  coincidences  are  peculiarly  dis- 
agreeable. The  Spanish  ear  is  so  nice  on  this  point,  according 
to  an  eminent  writer  of  that  nation,  that  the  aeonante,  or  imper- 
fect rhyme,  where  the  vowels  are  the  same,  with  different  con- 
sonants, as  fa/me^  states  make,  cane,  though  it  is  employed  as  an 
element  of  verse  in  certain  poetic  forms,  is  offensive  in  prose,  if 
the  asonantes  happen  to  terminate  two  or  three  phrases  or  mem- 
bers of  a  period  in  near  succession.* 

There  is  perhaps  a  further  reason  why  coincidence  of  sound 
should  have  been  unsought  on  the  one  hand,  and  disregarded  on 
the  other,  if  it  chanced  to  occur  in  Greek  poetry.  The  bardic 
lays  of  ancient  Greece  were  probably  not  committed  to  writing, 
and  they  were  chanted  or  sung  at  entertainments,  public  or  pri- 


*  Aun  en  la  i)ro6a  les  of ende  el  mero  asonante  quando  Be  halla  en  palabras 
que  terminan  el  sentido  de  fraaes  poco  distantes  anas  de  otras. — Yriarte,  notei 
(olaMusica. 
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vate.  Now,  fhongli  persons  taught  the  modem  school-boy  sing- 
song way  of  reading  poetry  strongly  emphasize  the  rhyme,  yet  in 
singing,  or  in  modulated  recitation,  we  scarcely  observe  it  when  it 
occurs,  or  miss  it  when  it  does  not  We  cannot  indeed  positively 
say  that  a  like  difference  existed  between  ancient  reading  and 
chanting,  bnt  it  is  not  violently  improbable  that  when  the  Theog< 
ony  or  the  Works  and  Days  of  Hesiod  were  sung  by  the  author 
or  his  successors,  his  rhymes  may  have  passed  unnoticed;  and 
with  respect  to  Homer,  whose  immortal  poems  were  handed  down 
from  age  to  age  by  oral  delivery  and  transmission,  it  may  be  sup- 
posed, as  already  hinted,  that  when  they  were  written  down,  and 
edited,  as  we  know  they  were,  by  a  long  succession  of  copyists 
and  scholiasts,  original  peculiarities,  now  felt  to  be  unpleasant  de- 
partures from  the  received  canons  of  poetry,  were  struck  out. 

To  discuss  the  historical  origin  of  rhyming  versification  would 
lead  me  too  far  from  my  subject.  The  word  rhyme  is  not  de- 
rivedfromtheGraeco-Latin  rhy  thmus.  It  is  of  original  Grothic 
stock,  and  ought  to  cast  off  the  Greek  garb,  in  which  the  pedantic 
affectation  of  classical  partialities,  and  the  desire  to  help  the  theory 
that  ascribes  to  the  thing,  as  well  as  to  the  name,  a  Latin  origin, 
have  dressed  it.  The  proper  spelling  is  simply  rvme^  and  though 
rhyming  cannot  be  shown  to  have  been  practised  among  the 
Gothic  tribes  earlier  than  elsewhere  in  Europe  and  the  East,  yet 
it  probably  sprung  up  among  them  spontaneously,  as  a  natural 
poetical  form  of  the  language,  just  as  it  did  among  some  of  the 
Oriental  nations.  In  any  event,  the  current  supposition  that  its 
first  invention  belongs  to  the  monkish  poetry  of  the  middle  ages, 
and  that  other  modem  theory  which  traces  it  to  the  Celtic  bards, 
rest  aUke  on  a  very  insufficient  foundation.  But  whether  it  was 
indigenous  to  the  Gt)thic  nations  or  not,  it  fell  in  so  naturally 
with  the  love  of  alliteration  and  other  coincidence  of  sound  which 
characterizes  all  the  branches  of  that  great  family,  that  it  found 
ready  acceptance  among  them  as  soon  as  models  of  rhyming  ver- 
sification were  presented  to  them. 

The  passionate  admirers  of  classical  Kterature  in  the  sixteenth 
century  stoutly  opposed  the  employment  of  rhyme,  as  a  barbar 
rous  innovation  on  the  consecrated  forms  of  the  art.  Roger 
Ascham  says,  that  Cheke  and  Watson  held  our  "  rude  beggarly 
rhyming  to  have  been  first  brought  into  Italy  by  Gothes  and 
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HnnneSy"  and  that  to  "  follow  rather  the  Qothes  in  rhyming  than 
the  Greekes  in  trew  versifying,  were  even  to  eate  acomes  with 
Bwyne,  when  we  may  freely  eate  wheate  bread  amongee  men." 
Sir  Philip  Sidney  complains  of  contemporaneous  English  poetry 
that  ^^  one  verse  did  but  beget  another ";  and  so  the  whole  be- 
came "  a  confosed  masde  of  words  with  a  tinkling  sonnd  of  ryme 
barely  accompanied  with  reason."  *  But  this  is  probably  to  be  re- 
garded less  as  a  censure  of  the  use  than  of  the  abuse  of  rhyme, 
for  though  he  himself  composed  in  almost  all  known  ancient  me- 
tres, yet  he  wrote  by  preference  in  rhymed  verse,  and  used  double, 
triple,  and  compounded  rhymes  with  great  freedom.  He  more- 
over formally  defends  rhyme  in  the  following  passage : 

"  Now  of  versifying  there  are  two  sorts,  the  one  ancient,  the 
other  modeme :  the  ancient  marked  the  quantitie  of  each  sylla- 
ble, and  according  to  that  framed  his  verse :  the  modeme  observ- 
ing only  number,  with  some  regard  of  the  accent,  the  chief  life 
of  it  standeth  in  that  like  sounding  of  the  words,  which  we  call 
ryme.  Whether  of  these  be  the  more  excellent,  would  beare 
many  speeches,  the  ancient,  no  doubt,  more  fit  for  musicke, 
both  words  and  time  observing  quantity,  and  more  fit  lively  to 
expresse  divers  passions,  by  the  low  or  lofty  sound  of  the  well- 
weighed  syllable.  The  latter  likewise  with  his  ryme  striketh  a 
certain  musicke  to  the  ear,  and  in  fine,  since  it  doth  delight, 
though  by  another  way,  it  obtaineth  the  same  purpose,  there  be- 
ing in  either  sweetnesse,  and  wanting  in  neither.  Majestic,  and 
truly  the  English,  before  any  vulgar  language  I  know,  is  fit  for 
both  sorts." 

Ben  Jonson's  opinion  of  rhyming  verse  was  more  unfavorable, 
and  he  thus  expresses  his  dislike  of  it : 

Kilne,  the  rack  of  finest  wits, 
That  ezpresseth  but  by  fits, 

True  oonceitB, 
Spoiling  senses  of  their  treasure, 
Cosening  Judgment  with  a  measure. 

But  false  weight, 

Wresting  words  from  their  true  calling. 
Propping  verse  for  fear  of  falling 

To  the  groimd, 
^— ■^™^~— ^^^^^~     ■  ■  —^.^^—^^^—^11^ 

♦  Defence  of  Poesie,  ninth  edition,  p.  661. 
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Joining  syllables,  drowning  letters. 
Fasting  vowels,  as  with  fetters, 

They  were  bound. 

He  that  first  invented  thee. 
May  his  Joints  tormented  be, 

Cramp'd  forever  1 
StQl  may  syllables  jarre  with  time, 
Still  may  reason  warre  with  rime 

Besting  never,  &c.,  Sbc 

Milton  condemns  rhyme  as  "the  Invention  of  a  barbarons 
Age,  to  set  ofE  wretched  matter  and  lame  metre ;  grac't  indeed 
since  bj  the  nse  of  some  famous  modem  Poets,  carried  awaj  by 
cnstom,  bnt  much  to  their  own  vexation,  hindrance,  and  con- 
straint, to  express  many  things  otherwise  and  for  the  most  part 
worse  then  else  they  would  have  exprest  them  *****  a  thing 
of  itself  to  all  judicious  eares  triveal  and  of  no  true  musical  de- 
light"; and  he  congratulates  himself  on  having  in  Paradise  Lost 
set  the  first  example  in  English  epic  of  avoiding  "  the  jingling 
sound  of  like  endings,"  and  thus  restored  "to  Heroic  Poem  an- 
dent  Kberty  from  the  troublesome  and  modem  bondage  of  rime, 
ing." 

It  can  hardly  be  said  that  Milton's  experiment  was  a  successful 
one,  for  the  slowness  with  which  his  great  poem  won  its  way  to 
public  favor  is  doubtless  in  some  measure  to  be  ascribed  to  its  re- 
jection of  what  the  English  ear  demanded  as  an  essential  constitu- 
ent of  the  poetic  form.  Milton  has  had  many  imitators,  but 
blank  verse  has  as  yet  established  itself  as  a  legitimate  mode  of 
English  versification  only  in  the  heroic  metre.  The  final  rejec- 
tion of  rhyme  from  the  metrical  system  of  our  language  is  as  im- 
probable, indeed  as  impossible  we  may  say,  as  the  abandonment 
of  accentual  rhythm  and  the  return  to  prosodical  quantity. 

Until  the  seventeenth  century,  the  ear  of  modem  Europe  was 
so  little  wearied  with  rhyme,  that  in  spite  of  the  protestations  of  the 
classical  school,  it  fairly  revelled  in  this  new  element  of  metrical 
sweetness.  The  same  rhyme  was  often  carried  through  a  great 
number  of  verses,  and  in  many  poems  all  the  stanzas  have  the 
same  set  of  terminations,  a  sufficient  variety  to  satisfy  the  taste  of 
the  times  being  obtained  by  differently  arranging  the  rhymes  in 
consecutive  stanzas.    Satiety  at  last  produced  a  reaction  which 
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concnrred  with  other  inflnences  in  restricting  the  use  of  like  end* 
ings,  and  we  often  meet  with  evidences  of  a  disposition  to  avoid 
the  use  of  repetitions  of  sound  in  prose.  Thus,  the  Q^rmans  say 
Auf-und  Niedergang  for  Aufgang  und  Nieder- 
gang,  the  Spaniards  facil-j  subitamente  for  facil- 
mente  y  subitamente,  and  we ^bir- and  w/My,  for yJxtrZy 
and  sofUy.*  The  Tuscan  canzone,  in  which  the  consonances  are 
"  few  and  far  between,"  shows  that  even  the  rhyme-loving  Italian 
feels  the  necessity  of  making  the  recurrence  of  this  ornament  less 
frequent,  and  its  regularity  less  palpable,  in  the  highest  order  of 
lyric  poetry,  than  in  lighter  compositions.  The  modem  lioense 
in  the  use  of  rhymes  has  grown,  in  great  measure,  out  of  a  weari- 
ness of  perpetual  repetition,  but  it  is  partly  founded  on  the  ex- 
ample of  earlier  poets,  who  are  mistakenly  supposed  often  to  have 
used  imperfect  rhymes,  when  in  fact,  in  the  orthoepy  of  thdr 
times,  the  consonance  was  complete. 

The  articulation,  and,  consequently,  the  prosody  of  languages, 
are  much  affected  by  the  character  of  their  grammatical  inJSeo- 
tions.  Where  inflections  exist,  the  syntactical  relations  of  the 
words  and  the  intelligibility  of  the  period  depend  upon  them,  and 
they  must  consequently  be  pronounced  with  a  certain  distinctness. 
The  orthoepy  of  most  languages  inclines  to  make  the  inflectional 
element  conspicuous.  If  it  consists  in  the  addition  of  syllables 
to  the  radical,  then  a  principal,  or  at  least  a  secondary  accent  will 
fall  upon  some  of  the  variable  syllables.  The  vowels,  though 
few  in  number,  will  be  of  frequent  occurrence,  distinct  in  articu- 
lation, and  well  discriminated  from  each  other.  The  consonants 
will  bo  clear  and  detached  in  their  pronunciation.  K  inflection 
is  made  by  vowel-change,  the  vowels  will  be  numerous  and 
subtilely  distinguished,  and  the  consonants,  though  more  numer- 
ous, will  become  relatively  less  prominent  Examples  of  this 
may  be  found  on  the  one  hand  in  the  small  number  of  vowel- 
sounds  and  the  clear,  staccato  articulation  of  the  consonants  in 
Italian  and  Spanish,  and  on  the  other  in  the  obscurity  of  the  con- 
sonants, and  the  multiplied  shades  of  vowel-sound  in  the  Danish. 
So  long  as  the  predominant  mode  of  inflection  in  English  was  by 
the  letter-change,  the  attention  was  constantly  drawn  to  the  essen- 

*  D'Eaclot,  CLXVm.,  has  eompUdament  e  dewta. 
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tial  quality  of  the  vowel,  and  even  a  sliglit  diflEerenoe  in  thifl  re- 
spect stmek  the  ear  more  forcibly  than  at  present,  when  inflection 
by  terminal  augment  is  so  common.  Hence,  a  departure  from 
the  law  of  strict  consonance  was  much  less  likely  to  be  tolerated, 
and  I  am  persuaded  that  the  nmnber  of  imperfect  rhymes  in  old 
English  authors  will  be  found  to  be  constantly  fewer  as  we  ad- 
vance in  the  knowledge  of  their  orthoepy. 

After  the  introduction  of  Norman  words,  with  their  augmen- 
tative inflections,  the  system  of  letter-change  fell  into  great  con- 
fusion, and  all  well-grounded  principle  of  declension  and  conju- 
gation  seems  to  have  been  lost  sight  of.  The  derangement  of  the 
strong  inflections  continued  for  centuries,  and  the  poets  took  ad- 
vantage of  this  to  vary  the  characteristic  vowel  in  almost  any  way 
that  suited  the  convenience  of  their  rhymes.  Guest  sneers  at  the 
ignorance  of  those  who  suppose  that  Spenser's  licenses  in  this  re- 
spect were  unauthorized  innovations  of  his  own,  but  I  cannot  as- 
sent to  this  view  of  the  subject.  For  though  Spenser  may  have 
found  in  ballads  and  other  popular  literature  precedents  for  most 
of  his  inflectional  extravagances,  yet  some  of  them,  at  least,  were 
violations  of  the  analogies  of  the  language,  and  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  any  really  authoritative  example.  But  the  licenses  of  Spen- 
ser were  by  no  means  limited  to  anomalous  vowel-changes,  for  he 
abbreviated  or  elongated  words  for  the  sake  of  rhythm  or  conso- 
nance as  unscrupulously  as  he  substituted  an  open  vowel  for  a 
dose,  or  the  contrary.  We  have  already  seen  that  he  loosely  re- 
solved the  diphthongal  i  into  its  elements,  and  made  UJee  a  dis- 
syllable rhyming  with  seeky  and  with  equal  boldness  he  cuts  down 
cherish  to  cherry ^  that  he  may  pair  it  off  with  merry,  emhathe  to 
embaj/y  for  the  sake  of  a  rhyme  to  aii?»y,  and  converts  contrary 
into  a  verb  by  dropping  the  final  vowel ;  on  the  other  hand  he 
lengthens  nobleea  into  noUdesSy  and  dazzled  into  daazded. 
Thomas  Heywood  uses  double  and  triple  rhymes  with  much 
grace  and  dexterity,  and  it  is  the  more  remarkable  that  so  expert 
a  versifier  should  have  allowed  himself  to  disguise  so  important  a 
word  as  Deity  for  the  sake  of  a  consonance  : 

By  the  reflex  of  lustice  and  true  Piety, 
It  drawee  to  contemplation  of  a  Diety. 

This,  however,  is  but  a  tame  license  compared  to  that  by  which,  in 

19* 
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the  third  book  of  the  Hierarchie,  he  reduces  the  goodly  polysyl- 
lable intoxicated  to  the  humble  form  ^taxt.*  But  Heywood,  liie 
many  old  English  writers,  was  of  opinion  that  man  is  the  lord, 
not  the  slave  of  language,  and  he  often  proved  a  hard  master  to 
the  words  that  served  him. 

The  great  number  of  English  words  which  are  incapable  of 
rhyme,  and  the  few  which  agree  in  any  one  of  our  numerous 
endings,  reduce  the  poet  to  a  very  limited  variety  of  choice,  and 
there  are  many  pairs  of  words  which  are  found  as  invariably  to- 
gether as  length  and  Bt/rength^  hreath  and  death^  or  wealth  and 
stealth.  When  you  see  jciUty  at  the  end  of  a  line,  you  do  not 
need  your  eyes  to  tell  you  ihsitfrvooldity  cannot  be  far  off ;  mo^un- 
tame  and  fovmiavM  are  as  indissolubly  united  in  rhyme  as  they 
are  in  physical  geography,  and  if  a  poet  qualifies  an  object  as 
frigid^  he  never  fails  to  inform  you  in  the  next  line  that  it  is  also 
rigiA. 

The  consequence  of  this  perpetual  repetition  is  a  weariness  of 
all  exactness  in  rhymes,  and  a  tendency  to  great  license  in  the  use 
of  imperfect  consonances.  The  proper  relief  is  to  be  found,  not 
in  a  self-indulgent  laxity,  a  repudiation  of  the  fetters  of  verse, 
but  in  a  bold  return  to  the  poetical  wealth,  both  of  form  and  sub- 
stance, of  our  ancient  tongue ;  and  the  certainty  that  we  shall 
there  find  unexhausted,  though  long  neglected,  mines  of  ores  and 
gems,  should  be,  for  poetic  natures,  an  argument  of  no  small  force 
for  the  study  of  primitive  English. 

There  are,  in  both  the  Gk)thic  and  the  Bomance  languages, 
equivalents  or  substitutes  for  rhyme,  some  of  which  have  not 
been  employed  at  all,  others  not  systematically,  in  English  poetry. 
The  introduction  of  them  well  deserves  inquiry,  and  the  charac- 
ter of  these  devices,  and  the  possibility  of  their  restoration  as 
metrical  elements,  will  be  considered  and  illustrated  in  other  lec- 
tures. 

*  On  the  same  page  (edition  of  1685,  p.  184)  there  is  a  catachresis  in  the  em- 
ployment of  indenturing,  which  makes  it  very  enigmatical  to  all  readers  exoept 
those  who  know  how  legal  indentures  were  anciently  drawn  up  and  cut  apart. 


LEOTUEE    XXIV. 

AOOENTUATIOK  AND  DOUBLB  BHYMB8. 

Thb  modes  of  oonsonance  which  may  be,  and  by  different 
nations  have  been,  employed  as  essential  dements  of  die  poetical 
form,  are  very  various.  The  prosody  or  metrical  system  of  the 
classical  langoages  is  founded  on  quantity,  that  of  modem  litera- 
ture on  accentuation.  Each  system  necessarily  excludes  the 
characteristic  element  of  the  other,  not  indeed  from  accidental 
coincidence,  or  altogether,  from  consideration  in  practice,  but 
from  theoretical  importance  as  an  ingredient  in  poetic  measure. 
Quantity,  as  employed  by  the  ancients,  has  been  generally  sup- 
posed to  consist  simply  in  the  length  or  relative  duration  of  dif- 
ferent syllables  in  time  of  utterance.'^  To  us,  mere  quantity  is 
so  inappreciable,  that  we  cannot  comprehend  how  it  could  be 
made  the  basis  of  a  metrical  system.  It  is  difficult  to  believe 
that,  with  any  supposable  sensibility  of  ear  to  the  flow  of  time,  a 
prosody  could  have  been  founded  on  that  single  accident  of  sound, 

*  The  terms  long  and  short,  employed  in  popular  English  orthoepy,  are 
usually  wholly  misapplied.  Most  of  our  vowels  have  two  long  sounds,  and 
the  corresponding  short  sounds  are  often  expressed  not  by  the  same,  but  by 
different  letters.  The  propriety  of  the  terms  long  and  short,  as  truly  descrip- 
tive appellations,  expressive,  simply,  of  relative  duration  in  time,  is,  to  say  the 
least,  very  questionable,  even  when  applied  to  cases  where  the  same  character 
is  employed  for  both.  It  is  not  true  that  short  sounds,  simply  by  a  more 
leisurely  utterance,  necessarily  pass  into  long  ones,  and  vice  versa,  for  if  so, 
the  short  vowels  of  a  slow  delivery  would  be  the  long  ones  of  a  rapid  pronun- 
ciation, which  is  by  no  means  the  fact  An  attentive  examination  of  the  posi- 
tion of  the  organs  of  speech  will  show  that  between  longs  and  shorts  there  is, 
generally  at  least,  a  difference  in  quality  as  well  as  in  time.  Syllables  long  by 
position,  indeed,  require  more  time  for  their  utterance  than  ordinary  short  syl- 
lables, because  they  contain  a  greater  number  of  successive  articulations ;  but 
here,  in  modem  orthoepy,  the  length  is  a  property  of  the  syllable,  not  of  the 
vowd  alone.  How  far,  and  in  what  way,  position  actually  modified  the  pro- 
nunciation of  the  vowel  itself,  in  ancient  prosody,  cannot  now  be  determined, 
and  of  course  we  do  not  know  whether  in  that  case  prosodical  length  belonged 
to  the  towel,  more  or  less,  than  in  modem  articulation. 

(448) 
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and  we  cannot  resist  the  persuasion  that  there  entered  into  ancient 
prosody  some  yet  undiscovered  element,  some  peculiarity  of  artic- 
ulation or  intonation,  that  was  as  influential  as  the  mere  temporal 
length  of  vowels  in  giving  a  rhythmical  character  to  a  succession 
of  syllables  which,  with  the  supposed  ancient  accentuation,  is,  to 
our  ears,  undistinguishable  from  prose. 

Although,  for  want  of  appropriate  native  terms,  we  employ 
Latin  and  Greek  designations  of  feet  and  measures,  yet  our  mod- 
em  accentual  rhythm  is  in  no  sense  an  equivalent  of  the  ancient 
temporal  prosody,  as  it  has  sometimes  been  considered,  but  it  is 
its  representative,  and,  like  some  other  representatives,  very  &r 
from  being  a  truthful  expression  of  the  primary  constituency  for 
which  it  answers.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  every  attempt  to 
naturalize  the  clajssical  metres  in  English  verse,  except  in  the  very 
disputable  case  of  the  hexameter,  has  proved  a  palpable  failure, 
and  is  in  fact  a  delusion,  because,  from  the  want  of  parity  between 
accent  and  quantity,  they  cannot  strike  the  ear  alike,  and  there- 
fore the  eye  alone,  or  the  fingers  which  count  off  the  feet,  can 
find  any  resemblance  between  the  ancient  metre  and  the  modem. 
Indeed,  what  we  imitate  is  not  the  original,  but  a  figment  which 
we  have  fabricated  and  set  up  in  the  place  of  it. 

Simmiaa  of  Rhodes,  and  other  half-forgotten  ancient  triflers, 
wrote  short  pieces  in  verses  of  different  lengths,  arranged  in  such 
succession  that,  when  written  down,  the  poem  presented  to  tlie 
^ye  the  form  of  an  egg,  an  altar,  a  two-bladed  battle-axe,  or  a 
pair  of  wings,  and  the  likeness  here  was  as  real  between  the  poem 
and  the  object,  as  it  is  between  modem  and  ancient  hexameters 
or  Horatian  metres. 

The  frequent  coincidence  between  Latin  prosodical  quantity 
and  the  Italian  accent  in  the  same  words,  and  other  points  of 
apparent  similarity  in  articulation,  authorize  the  belief  that  in 
sounds  these  two  languages  resemble  each  other  more  nearly  than 
any  other  pair  of  ancient  and  modem  tongues,  and  of  course,  if 
ancient  metres  were  capable  of  reproduction  anywhere,  it  should 
be  in  Italy.  Nevertheless,  the  attempt  has  hardly  been  made, 
except  by  way  of  experiment,  and  then  with  no  such  results  as 
to  encourage  repetition.*    What  we  call  ancient  metres  have 

*  The  Latin  metres  were  fashioned  upon,  and  borrowed  from,  those  of  the 
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proved  best  adapted  to  languages  whose  artieulatioii  differs  most 
widely  from  that  of  the  classic  tongues,  and  the  snccess  of  these 
metres  has  been  in  the  inverse  ratio  of  their  actual  resemblance 
to  the  prosody  from  which  they  have  taken  their  names.  The 
more  explosive  the  accentuation,  the  more  numerons  the  conso- 
nants ;  the  less  dear  and  pure  the  vowel,  the  more  tolerable  the 
modem  travesty  of  the  ancient  metre :  and  the  hexameter  has 
become  naturalized  in  Germany,  not  because  it  is  like,  but  be- 
cause it  is  unlike,  the  classical  verse  whose  name  it  bears,  and 
ther^ore  is  suited  to  a  language  of  a  totally  different  orthoepical 
character.*    The  pentameter  has  also,  but  iiwitd  Mmervdj  been 

Oreeks,  and  the  copy  may  be  suppoeed  to  have  been,  in  its  essential  features, 
closely  conformable  to  the  original ;  but  it  is  a  remarkable  fact,  that  in  the 
I)ronunciation  of  the  two  languages  which  now  represent  the  Greek  and  the 
Latin,  there  is  a  difference  that  seems  to  point  to  a  corresponding  distinction 
in  the  orthoepy  of  the  ancient  mother  tongues.  In  Italian,  not  uniformly, 
certainly,  but  in  the  great  majority  of  cases,  the  accent,  or  stress  of  voice, 
falls  on  the  syllable  which,  in  the  corresponding  Latin  word,  was  prosodically 
long.  In  modem  Greek,  on  the  other  hand,  no  such  coincidence  between  the 
present  accent  and  the  ancient  quantity  exists,  and  the  accentuation  is  absolutely 
independent  of  the  ancient  metrical  value  of  the  syllables  in  the  same  words. 
Hence,  though  modem  Italian  poetry  has  assumed  a  new  character  by  the 
adoption  of  new  metres,  and  especially  by  the  fetters  of  rhyme,  yet  there  is 
very  possibly  some  resemblance  between  the  rhythms  of  modem  and  ancient 
Roman  bards,  whereas  modem  Greek  measiues,  which  are  accentual  and  not 
temporal,  and  the  prosodical  movement  of  ancient  Hellenic  poetry,  seem  to 
have  nothing  in  common.  The  partial  resemblance  between  the  old  Latin 
quantity  and  the  new  Italian  accentuation  is  one  of  the  circumstances  that 
serve  to  explain  why,  even  after  the  introduction  of  modem  rhymes  and 
modem  measures  into  Latin  ix)etry,  the  classical  metres  were  also  kept  up  in 
raediffival  Latin,  and  both  systems  of  prosody  employed  concurrently.  It  is 
true,  that  even  after  the  first  appearance  of  tiie  accentual,  or  as  the  most  im- 
portant early  form  of  it  is  called,  the  political  metre  of  modem  Greek,  hexam- 
eters and  other  verses  constructed  after  the  ancient  rules  sometimes  occur, 
but  the  co-existence  of  the  two  systems  was  much  less  general,  and  of  briefer 
duration,  in  Greece  than  in  Italy. 

*  The  greater  proportion  of  unaccented  syllables  in  German,  renders  that 
language  better  suited  to  the  classical,  and  especially  the  dactylic,  measures 
than  the  English.  A  literal  translation  from  English  into  German  occupies 
from  a  third  to  a  fourth  more  space  in  letterpress  in  the  latter  than  in  the 
former.  The  number  of  words,  from  the  resemblance  between  the  two  in 
syntactical  movement,  is  about  equal  in  a  given  period,  and  the  accents  do 
not  differ  much  in  frequency.  The  syllables  in  German  contain,  upon  an 
average,  more  letters  than  in  English,  but  the  differenee  in  this  respect  is  not 
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introduced  into  Grerman,  and  the  nse  of  this  most  disagreeable 
and  onmelodions  of  measures  has,  for  an  un-Germanic  ear  at 
least,  spoiled  what  would  otherwise  be  some  of  the  finest  poema 
in  aU  the  literature.* 

Bufflcient  to  aooount  for  the  difference  in  the  space  occupied  by  the  original, 
and  by  a  version  from  one  to  the  other.  It  is  occasioned  chiefly  by  the  greater 
number  of  syUables  in  (German,  resulting  from  the  greater  proportion  of 
augmentative  inflections  in  its  syntax. 

*  The  beauty  of  Schiller's  Spaziergang,  for  instance,  is  sadly  impaired  by 
the  halting  movement  of  its  verse,  and  the  shock  to  the  reader's  nerves  from 
the  sudden  earthward  plunge  which  Pegasus  n^ikes  at  the  end  of  every  al- 
ternate line.  If  any  thing  were  wanting  to  prove  that  ancient  prosody  could 
not  have  been  accentual,  sufficient  evidence  might  be  found  in  its  admission 
of  a  metre  which  accentual  scanning  makes  so  repulsive. 

The  recent  experiments  in  the  way  of  reviving  the  hexameter  in  English 
have  certainly  been  much  more  successful  than  those  of  the  sixteenth  century, 
but  I  believe  there  is  little  disposition  to  attempt  to  resuscitate  the  pentameter 
in  English  verse.  It  is  surprising  that  so  exquisite  an  ear  as  that  of  Spenser 
could  content  itself  with  such  rhythms  as  those  of  his  essays  in  clwwical 
metre,  and  we  can  hardly  think  him  serious  in  offering  such  lines  as  these  as 
specimens : 

See  yee  the  blindef olded  pretie  God,  that  feathered  Archer, 
Of  Loners  Miseries  which  makeUi  his  bloodie  Game  ? 

Wote  ye  why,  his  moother  with  a  Veale  hath  couered  his  face  ? 
Trust  me,  least  he  my  Looue  happely  chaimce  to  beholde. 

Spenser  had  as  much  difficulty  in  theory  as  in  practice  in  reconciling  accen- 
tual rhythm  with  classic  quantity.  "  The  accente,"  he  says,  in  his  letter  to 
Harvey  in  Haslewood's  collection,  "sometime  gapeth,  and  as  it  were  yawneth 
ill-favouredly,  coming  shorte  of  that  it  should,  and  sometime  exceeding  the 
measure  of  the  Number,  as  in  Carpenter,  the  middle  Billable  being  vsed  shorte 
in  speache,  when  it  shall  be  read  long  in  verse,  seemeth  like  a  lame  Gkwling, 
that  draweth  one  legge  after  hir ;  and  Heauen,  being  vsed  shorte  as  one  Billa- 
ble, when  it  is  in  verse,  stretched  out  with  a  Diastole,  is  like  a  lame  Dogge 
that  holdes  up  one  legge." 

Among  all  the  various  attempts  to  present  an  ancient  poem  to  modem  read- 
ers in  a  form  supposed  to  be  analogous  to  its  ancient  shape,  I  know  of  none 
where  the  success  is  more  doubtful  than  in  Newman's  Homer.  The  "blind 
old  man  of  Scio's  rocky  isle  "  is  reported  to  have  earned  a  precarious  liveli- 
hood by  chanting,  on  festive  occasions,  the  ballads  which  Pisistratus  long 
after  collected  and  arranged  in  the  form  in  which  we  now  possess  them,  as  a 
consecutive  scries  of  poems.  Mr.  Newman  has  attempted  to  give  them,  in  an 
English  version,  a  form  corresponding  to  that  in  which  they  were  originally 
composed  and  delivered.  I  am  not  disposed  to  question  the  spirit  or  fidelity 
of  this  translation,  and  upon  European  ears,  which  are  of  course,  less  fa- 
miliar than  ours  with  our  national  serio-comic  melody,  the  metre  may  not 
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The  poetic  measores  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  and  the  Scandinavian 
tongues  are  founded  wholly  on  accentual  rhythm,  though  the 
most  ancient  Gothic  verses  are  by  no  means  always  capable  of 
resolution  into  poetic  feet 

The  Ormulum,  in  many  respectB  one  of  the  most  interesting 

produce  a  ludieroos  effect ;  but  to  an  American  it  has  altogether  the  air  of  ao 
attempt  to  set  the  Iliad  to  the  tune  of  Yankee  Doodle.  The  following  are 
spedmens: 


1.  Maiden  Athene  thereui>on 

Courage  bestow'd  and  enterprise, 
Might  in  pre-eminence  be^seen 
About  his  helmet  and  his  shield 
In  fashion  of  autumnal  star, 
Blazeth  abroad  irradiant, 
Such  fre  around  his  head  she  then 


521 
on  Diomed  Tydides 

that  he  mid  all  the  Argives 

and  earn  excelling  glory. 

imweary  fire  she  kindled, 

which,  when  in  ocean  washed, 

beyond  the  host  of  heaven ; 

and  down  his  shoulders  kindled. 


And  urg'd  him  to  the  midmost  ranks,  where'er  the  rout  was  thickest 
2.  Thick  as  the  flakes  of  snow  may  fall    upon  a  day  of  winter. 


When  Jove  the  Counsellor  is  bent 
Snowing  on  mortals :  mid  the  lull 
Until  the  lofty  mountain-peaks 
And  eke  the  lotus-bearing  plains 
Yea,  and  along  the  hoary  brine 
Save  where  the  billows  washing  up 
Are  all  things  over-wrapt,  whene'er 


his  weapons  to  exhibit, 
of  winds  he  sheds  it  constant, 
and  outmost  knolls  it  cover, 
and  the  fat  tilth  of  peasants ; 
the  shores  and  creeks  it  lineth, 
repel  it ;  but  beyond  them 
the  storm  from  Jove  is  heavy. 


8.  So  with  a  loud  crash  down  he  dropt,    and  o'er  him  clang'd  his  armour. 


was  now  with  gore  besprinkled, 
and  silver  were  embraided. 
where  rife  spring- water  bubbleth, 
of  easy-sprouting  olive, 
and  round  it  breezes  rustle 


His  hair,  that  with  the  Graces  vied. 

And  ample  tresses,  which  with  gold 

As  when  in  solitary  dell, 

A  man  may  kindly  rear  a  shoot 

Dainty  and  all-luxuriant ; 

From  diverse-blowing  winds ;  and  it    with  a  white  flower  buddeth : 

But  sudden  cometh  wind  indeed,  with  plenteous  weight  of  tempest, 

And  from  its  own  pit  wrencheth  it,      and  on  the  earth  out-layeth. 

Such  then  the  ashen-speared  son  of  PanthoQs, — Euphorbus, — 

Beneath  Atrides  Menelas  was  slain  and  stript  of  armour. 

The  metre  of  Mr.  Newman's  translation  is  indeed  the  same  as  that  of  the 
Ormulum,  which  I  shall  have  occasion  to  mention  with  praise.  But  it  is  con- 
structed with  much  less  prosodical  skill ;  and  while  the  easy,  familiar  flow  ot 
this  rhythm  is  well  adapted  to  the  simple  Saxon  dialect  of  Ormin,  with  its 
multitude  of  liquid  and  vowel  endings,  and  to  the  prosaic  style  of  his  narra- 
tive and  discussion,  nothing  can  be  more  unsuited,  either  to  the  Latinized 
diction  and  heavy,  consonantal  English  of  our  day,  or  to  the  majestic  move- 
ment and  luxuriant  imagery  of  the  Homeric  song. 
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relics  of  Old-Engliah  poetic  literature,  is  strictly  metrical  in  ita 
movement,  and  of  great  r^olaritj  in  the  structure  of  its  verse. 
It  resembles  Latin  poetry  in  adopting  the  principle  of  the  elision 
of  the  final  vowel  when  followed  by  a  word  beginning  with  a 
vowel  or  aspirate,  and  in  rejecting  rhyme  and  alliteration,  while 
its  rhythm  is  accentual,  like  that  of  all  modem  poetry.  Waiving 
the  difference  between  temporal  and  accentual  rhythm,  the  versi- 
fication of  the  Ormulum  closely  resembles  some  ancient  metres, 
and  is  therefore  assumed  to  have  been  borrowed  from  them.  I 
shall  not  debate  the  question  in  this  particular  case,  but  I  must 
protest  against  the  theories  which  assume  that  the  pattern  of  all 
that  is  modem  in  literature  is  to  be  found  in  something  that  is 
old.  There  is  a  school  which  traces  all  recent  forms  of  European 
verse,  rhyme  itself  included,  to  Latin  classical  or  mediaeval 
poetry,  all  Latin  metrical  forms  to  Greek,  all  Greek  poetic  meas- 
ures to  Sanscrit,  and  here,  fortunately,  for  want  of  a  new  literary 
continent  beyond,  the  pedigree  abruptly  stops.  Eesemblance  of 
form  between  different  languages,  or  their  literary  adaptations, 
may  prove  a  community  of  nature  in  man,  but  not  necessarily  a 
historical  descent  of  one  from  the  other,  or  even  a  relationship 
between  them.  Recurrence  is  not  always  repetition,  and  it  is  not 
in  the  slightest  degree  improbable  that  like  thoughts,  images, 
poetic  phrases  and  poetic  measures  should  originate  spontaneously 
in  nations  and  ages  that  have  nothing  in  common  but  their  in- 
nate humanity.  The  pride  of  investigation  must  end  somewhere, 
and  we  may  as  well  admit  ultimate  facts  in  man  as  in  brute 
nature. 

I  will  illustrate  the  prosody  of  the  Ormulum  by  a  moderniza- 
tion of  the  first  twenty-two  verses,  in  the  same  metre  as  the  text, 
and  I  may  observe  that  the  original  is  so  purely  English  in  vocab- 
ulary and  grammar  that  most  of  the  words  I  employ  are  the 
same  in  form  and  syntactical  arrangement  as  in  the  text : 

Now,  brother  Walter,  brother  mine, 

After  the  flesh's  nature ; 
And  brother  mine  in  Christenty 

By  baptism  and  believing ; 
And  brother  in  the  house  of  Gk)d 

Eke  in  another  manner, 
In  that  we-two  have  taken  up 

One  priestly  rule  to  follow. 
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Both  canons  are  in  rank  and  life 

As  holy  Austin  'stablished ; 
I  now  have  done  e'en  as  thou  badsti 

And  thy  desire  fulfilled. 
For  into  English  I  haye  turned 

The  €k)spel's  sacred  teachings^ 
According  to  the  little  gift 

Which  Qod  to  me  hath  granted. 
Thou  thoughtest  that  it  might  right  weQ 

Yield  Christian  souls  much  profit^ 
If  English  folk,  for  love  of  Clurist^ 

Would  faithfully  it  study. 
And  follow  it,  and  it  fulfil. 

In  thought,  in  word,  in  doing.* 

*  Nu,  bro^err  Wallterr,  bro^err  min 

Afl terr  ^  flieehese  kinde ; 
&  bio]>err  min  Crisstenndom 

^urrh  f uUuhht  &  ^urrh  Iroww]^ ; 
&  bro^err  min  i  Gk>de8s  bus. 

Yet  o  ^e  ^ride  wise, 
^urrh  ^att  witt  haf enn  takenn  ba 

An  reghellboc  to  f ollghenn, 
Unnderr  kanunnkess  had  &  lif , 

Swa  summ  Sannt  Awwstin  sette ; 
loc  haf  e  don  swa  summ  ^u  badd, 

&  f or^edd  te  ^in  wille, 
loc  haf  e  wennd  inntill  Enngtissh 

Goddspelless  hallghe  lare, 
Affterr  ^att  little  wiU  tatt  me 

Min  DrihhtiQ  hafe^^  lenedd. 
^u  ^ohhtest  tatt  itt  mihhte  wd 

Till  mikell  frame  turmenn, 
Yifl  Ennglissh  f  oUk,  f  orr  luf  e  off  Grist, 

Itt  woUde  yeme  lemenn, 
&  follghenn  itt,  and  fillenn  itt 

Wi|>  J  |>ohht,  wi|>f  word,  wi|>f  dede. 

The  metrical  oongtraction  of  this  poem  is  so  skilfnl,  and  its  ac- 
centnal  rhythm  so  perfectly  preserved,  that  though  we  are  con- 
stantly expecting  the  rhyme,  we  scarcely  observe  that  it  is  want- 
ing, and  it  seems  to  me  one  of  the  most  dexterous  compromises 
between  the  classical  and  modem  prosodical  systems  which  occur 

*  For  want  of  the  proper  type,  I  am  obliged  to  use  in  this  extract,  as  well  as 
in  that  in  Lecture  xiz.,  sometimes  y  and  sometimes  g,  where  the  original  em- 
ploys a  Saxon  character. 
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in  the  early  poetry  of  any  recent  literature.  There  exists  but  a 
single  manuscript,  a  mutilated  fragment,  of  this  remarkable 
poem,  and  there  is  strong  reason  to  suppose  that  this  is  from  the 
hand  of  the  author  himself.  The  lines  are  written  continuously, 
like  prose,  but  they  are  so  niarked  by  points  as  to  show  that  they 
consist  of  fifteen  syllables  divided  by  a  pause  after  the  eighth,  the 
first  hemistich  containing  four  iambic  feet,  the  latter  two  iambics 
and  an  amphibrach.  Theoretically,  we  may  consider  the  prosody 
of  the  Ormulum  as  composed  of  verses  of  six  iambics  and  an 
amphibrach,  thus : 

And  follow  it  and  it  fulfil  |  in  thought,  in  word,  in  doing ; 

or  of  couplets  consisting  alternately  of  eight  and  seven  syllabled 
lines  divided  into  feet,  like  the  hemistichs  of  the  long  lines,  thus : 

In  that  we-two  have  taken  up 
One  priestly  rule  to  follow. 

Upon  the  former  view,  the  versification  would  be  closely  assimi- 
lated to  that  of  many  Latin  po^ms  of  the  middle  ages,  as  well  as 
to  certain  still  earUer  poetic  forms,  and  the  want  of  rhymes  and 
of  alliteration  favors  this  theory.  By  the  latter  division,  it  would 
nearly  resemble  metres  very  extensively  diffused  through  all 
modern  literature,  and  then  the  difference  in  the  length  of  the 
lines,  and  the  alternate  single  and  double  endings,  would  be  very 
noticeable  and  important  particulars. 

The  Ormulum  was  probably  never  put  in  circulation.  The 
author  hints  that  he  was  subject  to  the  persecutions  to  which  all 
who  attempted  to  clothe  the  mysteries  of  religion  in  the  vulgar 
tongue  were  exposed  during  the  sway  of  the  Romish  church,  and 
the  mutilated  condition  of  the  manuscript  may  perhaps  be  as- 
cribed to  ecclesiastical  hostility.  Although,  therefore,  there  were 
other  early  English  poems  in  forms  partaking  of  the  characteris- 
tics of  both  ancient  and  modem  prosody,  we  cannot  ascribe  to  the 
Ormulum  any  influence  upon  the  structure  of  later  English  vene, 
and  it  stands  as  a  unique  example  of  greater  skill  in  versification 
than  had  yet  been  attained  in  the  Anglican  tongue. 

The  poets  of  the  present  day  are  striving  to  invent  new  forms 
and  combinations,  to  emancipate  themselves  from  some  of  the 
conventional  restraints  of  verse,  to  loosen  the  fetters  which  tbi&y 
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cannot  wholly  throw  oflf,  and  to  infuse  fresh  life  and  spirit  into 
movements  of  the  muses  which  perpetual  repetition  has  made 
wearisome  and  ungracefuL  As  the  ballet-master  has  revived  the 
dances  of  the  chivahic  ages,  and  borrowed  from  rural  districts 
and  distant  provinces  complicated  figures,  giddy  whirls,  and  bold 
saltations,  so  the  bard  has  evoked  from  f orgetfulness  and  obscurity 
antiquated  forms,  abrupt  changes  and  quaint  devices,  sometimes, 
no  doubt,  to  give  appropriate  expression  to  an  inspiration  which 
jfinds  no  fit  utterance  in  the  moulds  of  stereotyped  verse,  but  not 
less  frequently  to  hide  poverty  of  thought  beneath  the  ill-sorted 
coloring  and  dazzling  glitter  of  a  strange  and  gaudy  raiment.  It 
is  for  such  reasons,  good  and  bad,  that  recent  poets  have  reintro- 
duced double  and  tri-syllabid  rhyme,  which  had  become  nearly 
obsolete,  into  serious  verse,  and  thus  denationalized  our  poetry  by 
employing  an  ornament  for  the  most  part  foreign  in  both  form 
and  material 

The  use  of  double  rhymes  is  not  well  suited  to  the  Saxon  con- 
stituent of  our  language,  since  the  dropping  of  so  many  of  the 
unaccented  and  less  conspicuous  inflections ;  for  double  rhymes 
seldom  occur  in  words  of  Saxon  origin,  except  in  the  past  tense 
and  participle  of  the  weak  verbs  and  in  the  present  participle 
with  its  disagreeable,  unmelodious  ending  in  -^mg.  Chaucer  seems 
to  affect  monosyllabic  rhymes  in  his  verse,  and  indeed  seldom 
employs  double  ones,  unless  we  count  as  such  words  in  e  final, 
which  perhaps  we  should  do,  for  there  is  no  doubt  but  this  letter 
was  sounded  in  Cliaucer's  time,  as  it  is  now  in  the  cognate  lan- 
guages, and  in  French  verse.  In  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  the  study 
of  Spanish  and  Italian  literature  led  to  tiie  very  frequent  employ- 
ment of  polysyllabic  rhymes;  and  though  not  much  used  by 
Spenser,  they  continued  in  fashion  down  to  the  era  of  the  Res- 
toration. At  that  period,  French  influence  became  predominant ; 
many,  not  only  of  the  original  characteristics  of  English  litera- 
ture, but  of  the  forms  of  verse  which  English  poets  had  borrowed 
from  the  bards  of  Southern  Europe,  disappeared  for  a  time,  and 
double  rhymes  ceased  to  be  used  in  serious  compositions,  until  the 
necessities  of  the  present  century  revived  them. 

French  verse,  indeed,  not  only  admits  but  requires  the  alternate 
use  of  double  rhymes ;  but  as  tiie  last  syllable  in  this  case  is  only 
the  obscure  ^,  which  is  very  faintly  articulated,  English  poets  felt 
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that  a  monoBjllabic  rhyme,  with  its  panfiey  was  a  nearer  approxi- 
mation  to  the  French  feminine  rhyme,  as  it  is  called,  than  our 
few  dissyllabic  consonances,  which  are  much  more  generally 
spondees  than  trochees,  conld  furnish. 

I  have  spoken  of  double  and  triple  rhymes  as  foreign  in  form 
as  well  as  material.  It  is  tme  that  many,  perhaps  most,  of  the 
words  forming  trisyllabic  or  dactylic,  and  dissyllabic  or  trochaic 
rhymes,  existed  in  the  language,  and  were  employed  in  poetry 
long  before  the  sixteenth  century,  but  they  were  ahnost  all  bor- 
rowed from  the  French,  and  bronght  with  them  an  accentuation 
which  threw  the  stress  of  Toice  on  the  last  syllable ;  so  that  al- 
though now  dactylic  or  trochaic  in  pronunciation,  they  originally 
furnished  monosyllabic  rhymes  only.  This  position  of  the  accent 
shows  how,  in  Chancer,  motion  and  nationy  oom/pcmy  and  chvcalryy 
feUonie  sudjealotisiey  abstmcmnoe  and  oowrUenwunce^  appa/rence 
and  existenoey  form  perfect  rhymes,  as  they  do  in  IVench  at  the 
present  day ;  and  how  Spenser,  who  employs  very  few  double 
endings,  makes  TcmtaluSj  victoriouSy  and  dolorous  rhyme  to  each 
other. 

It  is  interesting  to  observe  the  gradual  naturalization  of  the 
orthoepy  of  foreigu  words  in  the  English  tongue.  Languages  of 
the  class  to  which  English  belongs,  inflect  mnch  by  letter-change. 
This  change  takes  place  in  the  radical,  which  is  usually  found  in 
the  first  syllable ;  and  as  inflections,  of  whatever  character,  must 
be  distinctly  pronounced  and  made  conspicnons  in  order  to  mark 
the  grammatical  relations,  the  first  syllable,  or  that  in  which  the 
letter-change  occurs,  naturally  receives  the  stress  of  voice.  Hence, 
in  all  these  languages,  there  is  a  tendency  to  throw  the  principal 
accent  so  far  back  aj3  to  reach  the  radical.  The  vocabulary  of  the 
French  is  derived,  to  a  great  extent,  from  Latin  words  deprived 
of  their  terminal  inflections.  The  French  adjectives  mortal 
and  fatal  are  formed  from  the  Latin  mortalis  and  fatalis 
by  dropping  the  inflected  syllable;  the  French  nouns  nation 
and  condition  from  the  Latin  ablative  case  natione,  con- 
ditione,  by  rejecting  the  e  final.*  In  most  cases,  the  last  syl- 
lable retained  in  the  French  derivative  was  prosodically  long  in 

*  Some  etymologists  hold  the  derivation  of  these  words  to  be  from  the  Latin 
ctccusative  rather  than  from  the  ablative. 
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the  Latin  original,  and  either  because  it  was  also  accented,  or  be- 
cause  the  slight  accent  which  is  perceivable  in  the  French  articu- 
lation represents  temporal  length,  the  stress  of  voice  was  laid  on 
the  final  syllable  of  all  these  words.  When  we  borrowed  such 
words  from  the  French,  we  took  them  with  their  native  accentua* 
tion,  and  as  accent  is  much  stronger  in  English  than  in  French, 
the  final  syllable  was  doubtless  more  forcibly  enunciated  in  the 
former  than  in  the  latter  language.^  The  introduction  of  these 
words  was  accordingly  a  disturbing  element  in  Old-English 
orthoepy,  and  as  the  iiiduence  of  this  element  was  strengthened 
by  the  fact  that  many  English  words  were  infiected  by  the  weak 
or  augmentative  method,  and  of  course  not  accented  on  the  first 
syllable,  the  whole  accentual  system  of  the  language  was  deranged, 
and  centuries  elapsed  before  the  radical  principles  of  Gothic 
articulation  recovered  their  ascendency.  Words  were  accented 
according  to  their  etymology,  not  in  conformity  with  the  genius 
of  the  language,  and  there  is  even  yet  a  conflict  on  this  very  point 
between  the  Saxon  and  the  Somance  ingredients  of  our  mother- 
tongue.  In  Chaucer's  time,  the  words  I  have  quoted  from  him 
were  all  accented  on  the  last  syllable ;  motidny  natidn  ;  oomjmipy 
chwalrp  /  cotmtenaimcey  abstina^mcej  and  this  accentuation  con- 
tinued without  much  change  until  the  middle  of  the  sixteenth 
century.  Soger  Ascham,  the  classical  tutor  of  the  Princess, 
afterwards  Queen  Elizabeth,  much  commends  the  following  hex- 
ameter couplet  by  Mr.  Thomas  Watson,  as  being  "translated 
plainlie  for  the  sense,  and  roundlie  for  the  verse  ": 

AH  travellers  do  gladly  report  great  praise  of  Ulysses, 

For  that  he  knew  many  men's  manners  and  saw  many  dties. 

These  lines,  pronounced  with  the  modem  English  accentuation, 
are  not  hexameters,  or  indeed  metre  of  any  sort ;  and  we  can  scan 
them  only  by  reading  them  thus: 

t  Although  proflodical  accent  is  essentially  a  more  important  feature  in  Eng- 
lish than  in  French  orthoepy,  and  therefore  was  always  more  conspicuously 
marked  in  the  former,  yet  Uie  difference  in  this  respect  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  as  great  between  Uie  two  languages  three  hundred  years  ago  as  at  present 
This  is  evident  from  the  care  and  minuteness  with  which  Palsgrave  discusses 
a  subject  almost  wholly  overlooked  in  modem  French  grammars,  as  well  as 
from  other  evidence 
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All  travelllrs  do  gladly  report  great  praise  of  Ulysses, 

For  that  he  knew  many  men's  mannto,  and  saw  many  cities.* 

The  etadj  of  Italian  literature,  which  became  fashionable  abom 
this  period,  concurred  with  the  inborn  tendencies  of  English  to 
revive  the  Saxon  accentual  system ;  for  the  Italian  verbs,  nouns, 
and  adjectives  retain  a  final  inflected  syllable,  and  though  that 
syllable  is  distinctly  articulated,  the  stress  of  voice  never  falls 
upon  the  ultima,  except  in  a  very  few  verbs  and  nouns  which 
have  lost  the  Latin  inflectional  ending,  and  in  cases  where,  for 
metrical  convenience,  the  final  vowel  has  been  dropped. 

In  Sir  Philip  Sidney's  time,  the  Gothic  pronunciation  was 
already  so  far  restored,  that  our  GuUicized  Latin  words  had  taken 
a  principal  accent  at  or  near  the  beginning ;  but  they  still  re- 
tained a  secondary  accent  at  or  near  the  end  of  the  word,  and 
accordingly,  while  Chaucer  made  such  words  as  ncUion,  gtationy 
iambuses,  or  dissyllables  with  the  accent  on  the  last  syllable,  they 
had  in  Sidney's  age  become  dactylic  trisyllables.  This  is  shown  not 
only  by  the  use  which  Sidney  makes  of  them  in  poetry,  but  we 
have  his  express  authority  for  the  fact ;  for  in  his  Defense  of 
Foesie,  after  mentioning  the  masculine  and  feminine  rhymes  of 
the  French  in  one  and  two  syllables,  respectively,  and  the  s  d  r  u  c  - 
c  i  o  1 0  of  the  Italians,  or  dactyl,  in  tliree,  he  adds :  "  The  Eng- 
lish hath  all  three ;  as  doj  iruej  [masculine ;]  fatherj  rather^ 
[feminine  or  trochaic ;]  and  motion^  potion^'*  [s d r u c c i o  1  o  or 
dactylic]  In  like  manner,  Futtenham  says  that  remuneration 
makes  two  good  dactyls,  cont/ribution  a  spondee  and  dactyl.  It 
is  clear,  therefore,  from  this  and  much  other  concurrent  testi- 
mony, that  in  the  sixteenth  century,  md-U^shiyon^  p64i{6hi)'Ony 
were  pronounced  trisyllabically,  with  a  faint  secondary  accent  on 
the  last  syllable ;  whereas  at  present  the  vowel  of  the  final  is 
obscurely  articulated,  the  ultima  and  penultima  have  coalesced, 
and  the  words  are  dissyllabic  and  trochaic,  or,  at  the  end  of  a 
verse,  spondaic.     Spenser,  in  his  Sonnet  on  Scanderbeg,  makes 

*  Harvey,  in  criticising  Spenser's  accentuation,  which  seems  to  have  been 
licentious  enough,  inquires  whether  he  would  pronounce  travailers,  and  pro- 
ceeds thus :  "  Or  will  Segnior  Immerito  bycause  may  happe,  he  hathe  a  fat- 
bellyed  Archedeacon  on  his  side,  take  vppon  him  to  controll  Maister  Doctor 
Watson  for  his  AU  travailers,  in  a  verse  so  highly  extolled  of  Master  Ascham  f  " 
•— Haslewood,  II.,  279.    Milton  says  character. 
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jpyramids  and  heroes  amphibrachs,  pyrdmida  hh'Sh.  Ben  Jon- 
son  accents  constitlite  and  liqnef  j  on  the  last  syllable.^  Milton, 
in  n  Penseroso,  rhymes  throne  and  contempla^u>7i/  m  the  Hymn 
on  the  Kativity,  began  and  ocean,  ^lons  and  jmioriy  BeB&ton  and 
ihronej  jmsoSeraile  and  conndl-^o^,  stable  and  Berviceahlej-f  and 
in  the  Passion,  tears  and  charac^«.  So  in  Paradise  Lost,  he 
accents  advirse,  aspeoty  con/oSrsej  accSsSj  prooSss^  impiilsej  pre- 
t&etj  surfdoey  oontritey  prodiust^  presorypty  and,  even  v^-hen  em- 
ployed as  nonns,  oonMt^  msiiUj  contest.  In  trisyllables,  Mas- 
phemousj  (TystdUmey  trvfimphedy  maritime^  oonjldffrant.  Some 
of  these,  sndi  as  accenting  contemplation  and  session  on  the  final 
syllable,  are  doubtless  mere  poetic  licenses ;  for  Ben  Jonson  iix 
his  English  Grammar  says  that  nonns  ending  in  -tion  and  -^iony 
are  accented  on  the  antepennltima,  and  he  instances  condition 
and  imfusum^  both  of  which  he  treats  as  words  of  fov^r  syllables. 
But  the  great  frequency  of  ultimate  and  penultimate  accentuation, 
by  Milton,  of  words  in  which  the  stress  of  voice  is  now  thrown 
further  back,  shows  that  the  pronunciation  of  the  seventeenth 
more  closely  resembled  that  of  the  sixteenth  and  earlier  centuries 
than  of  the  nineteenth. 

Landor,  to  whom  I  am  indebted  for  some  of  my  exemplifica- 
tions from  Milton,  notices  the  superior  poetic  force  of  the  Mil- 
tonic  accentuation;  and  he  cites  vpr6a/r  as  being  a  finer  and 
much  more  striking  word  than  our  modem  iiproa/Ty  a  pronuncia- 
tion which  only  serves  to  suggest  a  false  etymology,  uproar  being 
not  a  compound  of  vp  and  roar,  but  merely  the  English  form  of 
the  cognate  German  A  u  f  r  u  h  r .  Landor  believes  Wordsworth 
to  have  been  insfaranental  in  promoting  the  modem  disposition 
to  carry  back  the  accent,  but  I  think  he  overrates  Wordsworth's 
influence  in  this  respect.  The  tendency  to  this  general  change 
manifested  itself  a  century  before  the  time  of  that  poet,  nor  have 

*  In  Gil's  Phonographic  Spelling,  y  and  in  final  are  made  long,  as,  destinj, 
victorjz,  finalj,  enemj,  hevnlj,  ivorj,  skurilitj,  incivilitj,  miserjz,  komoditj, 
which  dTords  a  strong  presumption  that  these  syllables  received  at  least  a  dis- 
tinct secondary  accent 

t  Puttenham  (Haslewood,  I.,  87)  says,  "  Sometimes  it  sounds  better  to  say 
rfivdcftbie  than  revOcSblS,  r^dvSrfiblS  than  r6cOvSrSbl6."  This  shows  that  the 
accent  in  this  termination  was  fluctuating,  and  that  in  revoe(U>le,  it  had  not  yet 
been  carried  farther  back  than  the  antepenult. 
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his  writings  ever  become  snfficientlj  popular  to  have  awakened 
it,  had  it  been  dormant  Th^  same  critic  mentions  Aristocrat, 
<>^ncordance,  oSntrBTjy  industry,  inimical,  <?($7itemplate,  e^cnl- 
cate,  ditaSlj  AlexsjideTy  sdnorouBy  ^i^lunary,  dSsvltorjj  perear^ 
toiy,  as  words  which  have  in  very  recent  times  transferred  the 
accent  to  the  initial  syllable.*  This  list  might  have  be^i  very 
much  enlarged,  bnt  the  changes  indicated  by  Landor  have  not  all 
become  established  in  this  country,  and  some  of  them  are  to  be 
regretted,  because  they  tend  to  obscure  the  etymology  and  clas- 
sical quantity  of  the  words  where,  they  occur. 

There  are,  on  the  other  hand,  cases  where  the  change  of  accent 
has  brought  back  a  word  to  its  proper  form.  A  striking  instance 
of  this  sort  occurs  in  the  word  hospital.  This  was  formerly  ac- 
cented on  the  second  syllable,  hospital,  and  in  popular  speech,  and 
at  last  in  writing,  the  initial  Jio  was  dropped  and  the  word  become 
apiUdy  and  was  so  spelt  both  in  poetry  and  prose.  This  accentu- 
ation has  so  disguised  the  word  that  Landor  believes  even  Ben 
Jonson  to  have  been  ignorant  of  its  etymology,  though  the  pas- 
sage he  cites  from  Jonson  by  no  means  sustains  the  opinion.  The 
strong  accentuation  which  characterizes  the  English  articulation 
makes  us  so  sensible  to  that  element  of  speech  that  we  habitually 
conceive  of  it  as  a  significant  element  of  itself,  and  no  mispronun- 
ciation of  English  by  foreigners  so  effectually  confounds  us  as  the 
transposition  of  an  accent.  It  has  with  us  taken  the  place  both 
of  ancient  quantity,  and  of  the  subtilty  in  the  discrimination  of 
the  quality  of  vowels,  which  belongs  to  the  cognate  tongues.  An 
anecdote  current  at  our  national  metropolis  will  illustrate  the  im- 
portance which  persons  of  nice  ear  habituaUy  give  to  accentuation. 
There  were,  a  few  years  since,  two  Senators  from  the  Southwest, 
one  of  whom  pronounced  the  name  of  the  State  they  represented 
Arkansas,  the  other  Arkansas,  both  of  them  making  the  accented 
syllable  so  emphatic,  as  to  leave  the  rest  of  the  word  almost  in- 
audible. The  accomplished  officer  who  then  presided  in  the  Sen- 
ate, in  recognizing  the  Senators  in  question  as  they  rose  to  speak, 
adopted  their  own  accentuation,  and  always  announced  one  of 

*  Smart,  writing  in  1886,  obseryes,  that  the  accent  in  bdUxmy  has  shifted 
from  the  second  to  the  first  syllable,  within  twenty  years.  Rogers  complained 
of  this  displacement  of  accent,  and  said,  "  c6ntemplste  is  bad  enough,  but 
b^cony  makes  me  sick.*' 
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them  afi  ^^  the  Senator  from  Ar^kanfias/'  the  other  as  ^^  the  Sena- 
tor from  Arkdnsas." 

There  are,  indeed,  examples  of  a  transposition  of  the  accent  in 
the  contrary  direction.  The  Latin  disciple  is  a  case  in  point  It 
was  formerly  accented  on  the  first  syllable,  disciplSy  and  in  con« 
f  ormity  with  this  accentuation,  it  was  sometimes  spelt  diaple  /  but 
the  instances  of  this  character  are  too  few  to  be  considered  as  any 
thing  bnt  exceptions  to  the  well-established  general  tendency  of 
the  English  speech. 

The  inclination  to  throw  back  the  accent,  thongh  less  preva- 
lent in  this  country,  as  I  shall  show  hereafter,  is  carried  to  an  ex- 
travagant length  in  England,  and  hence  sucb  distorted  pronun- 
ciations as  didoesan  Chn/^wstom^  which  are  not  only  without  any 
etymological  foundation,  but  in  a  high  degree  unmelodious  and 
unrhythmical. 

The  prosody  of  the  Gk)thic  languages,  and  of  English  more 
perhaps  than  any  other,  is  much  affected  by  the  monosyllabic 
form  of  so  many  of  our  most  important  words.  The  short  words 
in  the  Somance  tongues  are,  not  always,  indeed,  but  very  gener- 
ally, particles  or  other  words  usually  not  emphatic,  whereas,  in 
English,  monosyllables,  especially  if  of  Saxon  origin,  are  very 
often  the  most  emphatic  words  in  a  period.  Besides  this,  the 
majority  of  our  monosyllables  end  with  a  consonant,  often  with 
two,  and  as  the  following  word  in  most  cases  begins  with  a  con- 
sonant, monosyllabic  words  generally  have,  in  spite  of  our  insen- 
sibility to  mere  quantity,  if  not  a  technical  prosodical  length,  at 
least  an  environment  of  consonantal  sounds,  which  makes  them 
rhythmically  long  in  comparison  with  the  unaccented  syllables  of 
longer  words,  and  of  course  unfits  them  for  elements  of  the  dac- 
tylic measures. 

The  frequency  of  double  and  triple  rhymes  in  the  works  of 
Sidney  and  other  admirers  of  Italian  and  Spanish  poetry,  con- 
trasts remarkably  with  their  comparative  rarity  in  their  contem- 
porary, Spenser,  who,  though  influenced  by  romantic  models  in 
the  plan  of  his  story,  followed  native  English  precedents,  or  forms 
long  naturalized,  in  the  structure  of  his  verse.  While  Spenser 
very  generally  uses  monosyllabic  consonances,  we  find  in  Sidney 
such  rhymes  as,  signify^  dignify  ;  mAitahle,  suitable;  notability^ 
poeeibiUty ;  oa/rrfubveeB^  wa/refvlness ;  ddighJtfvlneeBy  rightfulr 
20 
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nesSj  iftffh^idnessy  spUefulneM;  dtedainfulness,  jxnnfulness; 
besides  many  compound  ones,  as  hideaway y  hideaway  ;  pteasttre 
dothj  treastire doth;  mtmber  noty  ctirnber  not;  framed  isy  Named 
is;  and  even  among  the  few  poetic  licenses  of  Chaucer,  we  find 
this  oonplet  in  the  Sompnoures  Tale : 

Refreshed  more  than  in  an  hundred  plaeei, 

Sike  lay  the  hiubond  man  whoa  that  the  place  w.* 

The  resuscitation  of  polysyllabic  rhyme  and  its  more  frequent 
introduction  into  serious  poetry,  are  partly  the  effect  of  our  satiety 
with  the  endless  repetition  of  particular  mono^llabic  rhymes  into 
which  English  poetry  had  run,  and  a  consequent  craving  for  nov- 
elty in  sound,  and  partly  to  the  attempts  at  a  more  strict  conform- 
ity of  translations  to  their  original,  which  is  a  natural  result  of  our 

increasing  fimiiliarity  with  fSi  K  To  say  nothing 

of  the  almost  exclusive  employment  of  double  rhymes  in  Italian, 
it  will  be  remembered  that  in  French  poetry,  the  use  of  couplets 
with  rhymes  ending  alternately  monosyllabically  and  with  the 
mute  ey  or  what  are  called  masculine  and  feminine  rhymes,  is  ob- 
ligatory; and  many  Grerman  writers,  not  only  needlessly,  but 
very  unwisely,  as  I  think,  have  imposed  upon  themselves  the 
same  inconvenient  rule.  In  making  English  versions  of  poems 
in  those  languages  where  the  metre  of  the  original  is  retained, 
translators  often  endeavor  to  follow  the  rhymes  of  the  text  also, 
and  the  pedantic  exactness  with  which  this  rule  is  adhered  to,  so 
far  from  producing  an  exact  conformity,  very  often  leads  to  a 
much  wider  disparity  than  would  follow  from  the  use  of  mono- 
syllabic rhymes  alone.  The  French  mute  or  feminine  «,  which 
in  poetry  nearly  corresponds  to  the  Grerman  e  final,  scarcely  has 
an  equivalent  in  English  orthoepy.     Our  short  unaccented  y  final 

*  Gower  has  some  singularly  constructed  double  rhymes,  which  serve  to 
prove  that  the  e  final  of  words  now  monosyllabic  was  articulated  in  his  time. 
On  p.  282,  Vol.  I.,  Pauli's  edition,  is  this  couplet : 

To  speke  a  goodly  word  unto  me, 

For  all  the  gold  that  is  in  Borne. 
And,  p.  870 : 

So  woll  I  nought,  that  any  time 

Be  lost  of  that  thou  hast  do  bj^me,  (by  me.) 

There  are  several  similar  examples  in  Hoccleve.  In  La  male  Regie,  he 
rhymes  hye  me  with  tyme,  and  ny  me  (nigh  me)  with  pryme,  tyme,  and  eryme. 
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is  mncli  more  distinctlj  articulated,  and  the  English  sonnds  near* 
est  to  it  are  those  of  the  common  pronunciation  of  a  final  and  un- 
accented in  snch  words  as  America,  Chma,  and  the  terminal  er 
in/ath&Ty  and  the  like,  where  our  very  inaudible  utterance  of  the 
r  leaves  almost  nothing  for  the  ear  but  the  obscure  vowel  sound 
preceding  it,  which  is  closely  analogous  in  quality,  and  very  nearly 
equal  in  prosodical  quantity,  to  the  French  and  German  e  final. 
But  these  sounds  are  of  so  rare  occurrence  in  English,  that  they 
by  no  means  answer  the  demands  of  the  translator,  and  he  accord- 
ingly resorts  to  our  antiquated  verbal  forms  in  -^  or  -ethj  as  lovest, 
loveth,  and  to  the  participial  form  in  -mgy  as  loving.  These  syl- 
labic augments  are  veiy  far  from  being  the  prosodical  equivalents 
of  the  syllables  they  are  forced  to  stand  for,  and  in  fact  dc  less 
truly  represent  those  syllables  than  a  monosyllabic  rhyme,  with 
the  usual  pause,  would  do.  To  exemplify :  In  Goethe's  magnifi- 
cent Archangelic  Trio  in  the  Prologue  to  Faust,  the  alternate 
double  rhymes  are  all  in  the  unaccented  e  final,  except  in  two  in- 
stances, where  the  liquid  n,  which  is  almost  as  soft  as  the  e  alone, 
is  made  the  termination.  Yet  in  the  best  English  translation,  that 
of  Mr.  Brooks,  these  double  rhymes  are  uniformly  represented  by 
active  participles  in  -ing,  except  in  one  instance,  where  the  trans- 
lator finds  a  double  rhyme  in  ocecm,  motion,  and  another  where 
he  employs  the  old  third  person  singular  of  the  verbs  lendeth, 
oompreJiendeth.  The  poem  in  question  contains  twenty-eight 
lines,  ten  of  which  end  in  e  obscure,  four  in  the  liquid  n.  In 
Mr.  Brooks's  translation,  otherwise  admirable,  ten  of  the  corre- 
sponding lines  of  the  version  terminate  with  the  active  participle 
in  -m^,  one  of  the  most  unmelodious  sounds  of  the  language,  and 
the  Weise  Keise,  Starke  Werke,  schnelle  Helle, 
of  the  original,  where  the  final  vowel  constitutes  the  entire  syl- 
lable, (the  consonants  belonging  to  the  first  syllable,)  are  repre- 
sented in  English  by  Bovmdmg  roundmg,  lending  (Hyrnprehendr 
inffy  Jleeting  gUemdtvng,  that  is,  syllables  quantitatively  short  by 
syllables  quantitatively  long,  which  is  in  my  judgment  a  wider 
departure  from  the  prosody  of  the  original  than  the  employment 
of  monosyllabic  rhymes,  with  the  inevitable  pause  after  them, 
would  have  been.* 

*  Although  accent  is  the  only  recognized  formal  law  of  modem  measure, 
yet,  even  independently  of  the  arrangement  of  vowels  and  consonants  which 
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The  Latins  used  trochees  for  spondees  at  the  end  of  hexameters, 
the  pause  at  the  close  of  the  measure  serving  to  lengthen  the 
short  final  syllable ;  bnt  they  apparently  preferred  not  to  employ 
trochees  ending  in  a  vowel,  unless  the  sense  required  or  permitted 
a  formal  suspension  of  the  voice;  and  it  will  be  found  that  most 
of  the  trochaic  terminations  of  the  Latin  hexameters  end  in  a  con- 
sonant^  or  with  a  logical  interruption  in  the  syntax.  The  Qreeks 
practised  the  same  reserve,  and  helped  the  short  vowel  when 
practicable  by  the  y  €<p€Xxv<rTtx6y» 

The  unpleasant  effect  of  the  use  of  our  few  inflectional  double 
rhymes  is  remarkably  shown  in  Temiyson's  Claribel,  a  poem  of 
twenty-one  lines,  thirteen  of  which  end  in  the  old  third  person 
singular  present  indicative  of  the  verb ;  as  Ueth,  aighethj  boamethy 
hwm/methi  cameth^  and  so  forth.  This,  of  course,  is  not  accident- 
al, and  habit  makes  this  repetition  of  the  lisping  th  tolerable  to 
us;  but  what  would  be  its  effect  on  French  or  Italian  ears,  and 
what  sounds  would  the  unfortunate  foreigner  produce  who  should 
attempt  to  read  the  poem  aloud!* 

That  double  rhymes  will  continue  to  be  freely  used  in  serious 
as  well  as  in  lighter  English  poetry,  there  is  no  doubt ;  but,  as  we 
have  few  graceful  and  effective  polysyllabic  endings  in  words  of 
Saxon  etymology,  the  versifier  will  generally  be  forced  to  seek 
them  in  the  Soman  and  Eomance  element  of  our  speech,  and 
thus  the  frequency  of  double  rhymes  tends  to  increase  the  pro- 
portion of  Latin  words  in  our  poetic  dialect  This  is  certainly  a 
very  serious  evil,  as  it  involves  a  sacrifice  of  purity  of  diction,  and 
of  a  genuine  native  vocabulary,  to  a  morbidly  fastidious  ear,  and  a 
taste  perverted  if  not  depravwi  by  the  study  of  foreign  models.t 

detennines  the  melodious  quality  of  verse,  we  cannot,  with  impunity,  abso- 
lutely disregard  the  temporal  quantity  of  words  and  their  elements.  Such 
words  as  strength,  shriek,  lorithe,  or  even  such  syllables  as  our  participial  ter- 
minations in  'ing,  are  not  by  nature,  and  cannot  be  made  by  art — ^unless  by  the 
vulgar  suppression  of  the  final  g,  as  goin,  Mn,  etc. — ^the  prosodical  equivalents 
of  endings  formed  by  the  obscure  sound  of  the  vowels  with  liquids,  as  in  the 
last  syllables  of  brid^,  fath^,  stiffen. 

*  Mrs.  Browning's  poem.  To  L.  E.  L.,  referring  to  her  monody  on  Mrs.  He- 
mans,  well  illustrates  the  connection  between  double  rhymes  and  inflectional 
endings.  That  poem  contains  thirty-two  lines.  All  the  rhymes  are  inflectional 
but  one  pair,  and  eighteen  of  them  are  participial  endings  in  -ing. 

t  Puttenham  (Haslewood,  I.,  67)  is  severe  upon  Gk)wer  for  helping  hlmaplf 
to  French  rhymes  when  English  would  not  serve  his  turn : 
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Poetry,  by  conforming  foreign  words  to  the  native  accentna- 
tion,  has  made  some  amends  for  the  mischief  it  has  done  to  the 
language  by  employing  aliens  as  snbstitntes  for  worthier  aborigi- 
nals. It  may  render  a  yet  greater  service  by  restoring  graceful 
and  melodious  endings  which  a  too  powerful  Gallic  influence  has 
sacrificed.  The  eTisting  want  of  double  rhymes  might  be  in  part 
supplied  by  the  revival  of  the  Saxon  inflections,  many  of  which 
continued  to  be  employed  down  to  the  time  of  Spenser.  Why 
shonld  we  confine  ourselves  exclusively  to  our  offensive  ringing 
participial  ending,  and  not  rather  say,  sometimes  at  least,  shwr 
(mdj  gliUercmdj  smgo/ndy  for  shining,  glittering,  singing}    And 

"  For  a  licentioiu  maker  is,  in  truth,  but  a  bungler,  and  not  a  Poet  Such 
men  were,  in  effect,  the  most  part  of  all  your  old  rimers,  and  specially  Gower, 
who,  to  make  up  his  rime,  would,  for  the  most  part,  write  his  terminant  Billa- 
ble with  false  orthographie,  and  many  times  not  sticke  to  put  in  a  plaine 
French  word  for  an  English  ;  and  so,  by  your  leave,  do  many  of  our  conmion 
rimers  at  this  day." 

Many  of  the  French  words  which  first  appear  in  Chaucer  were  introduced 
for  the  sake  of  the  rhyme,  and  not  unf requently  taken  as  they  stood  in  the  poems 
which  he  translated  or  paraphrased ;  but  there  is  almost  as  great  a  predomi- 
nance of  French  rhymes  in  his  own  original  works.  '  *  The  Squires  Tale  "  has 
not  been  traced  to  any  foreign  source,  and  is  believed  to  be  of  Chaucer's  own 
invention,  but  of  the  six  hundred  and  twenty-two  lines  of  which  that  frag- 
ment consists,  one  hundred  and  eightynseven  end  with  Romance  words,  though 
the  proportion  of  Anglo-Saxon  words  in  the  poem  is  more  than  ninety  per 
cent 

Mrs.  Browning's  "  Cry  of  the  Children  "  contains  one  hundred  and  sixty 
verses,  with  alternate  double  and  single  rhymes,  and,  of  course,  there  are  f  or^ 
pairs  of  double  rhymes,  or  eighty  double-rhymed  words.  The  proportion  of 
Romance  words  in  the  whole  poem  is  but  eight  per  cent ;  but,  of  the  eighty 
double-rhymed  terminals,  twenty-four,  or  thirty  per  cent.,  are  Romance,  so 
that  nearly  one-fourth  of  the  one  hundred  Romance  words  introduced  into  the 
poem,  are  found  in  the  double  rhymes ;  while,  of  the  eighty  single-rhymed 
terminals,  seventy  are  certainly  Anglo-Saxon,  and  of  the  remaining  ten,  three 
or  four  are  probably  so. 

In  the  "Dead  Pan,"  there  are  about  one  hundred  double-rhymed  endings, 
less  than  one-half  of  which  are  Anglo-Saxon  ;  and,  in  the  "  Lost  Bower,"  out 
of  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  double  rhymes,  more  than  one-third  are 
Romance. 

I  have  made  this  examination  of  Mrs.  Browning's  works,  not  as  a  criticism 
upon  the  diction  of  one  of  the  very  first  English  poets  of  this  age,  the  first  fe- 
male poet  of  any  age,  but  to  show  that  even  in  Uie  style  of  a  great  artist,  of 
one  who,  by  preference,  employs  native  words  wherever  it  is  possible,  a  con- 
formity to  the  rules  of  continental  versification  inevitably  involves  the  intro- 
duction of  an  undue  proportion  of  Romance  words. 
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why  ahonld  we  not  now  employ  the  old  infinitiye  and  plural  in 
'•erij  afi  in  these  lines  of  Chaucer : 

For  lack  of  answere,  non  of  lu  ahul  di&n, 
Al  had  ye  seen  a  thing  with  bothe  joure  ei/en. 

Ye  ihuUen  rather  swiche  a  thing  etpien 
Than  I,  and  wher  me  beste  were  to  aUien. 

With  herUy  will  they  9woren  and  (UienUn 
To  all  this  thing,  ther  aaide  not  o  wight  nay : 
Beseching  him  of  grace,  or  that  they  toenten. 
That  he  would  grarU&n  hem  a  certain  day. 

It  is  remarkable  that  Thomson,  who  employs  archaic  words 
and  forms  with  such  singularly  happy  effect  in  the  Castle  of  Indo- 
lence, did  not  avail  himself  of  this  plural  to  vary  his  rhymes ;  but 
in  the  whole  of  that  most  exquisite  poem,  there  does  not,  I  be- 
lieve, occur  a  single  polysyllabic  rhyme,  unless  the  coupling  of 
lotoers  BJid  powers  with  hours  be  so  considered.  These  remarks 
apply  with  equal  force  to  Shenstone's  Schoolmistress,  which  owes 
much  of  its  attraction  to  its  archaisms.  The  only  approach  to  a 
double  rhyme  in  the  whole  poem  is  in  the  use  of  the  same  conso- 
nances as  those  cited  from  the  Castle  of  Indolence.  It  is  still 
more  extraordinary  that  Spenser,  with  his  boldness  in  the  employ- 
ment of  antiquated  and  abnormal  inflections,  should  so  seldom 
have  resorted  to  a  form  of  so  great  metrical  convenience,  and  at 
the  same  time  so  melodious  in  articulation,  as  this  old  plural,  the 
decay  of  which  is  perhaps  the  greatest  loss  that  English  has  sus- 
tained in  the  mechanism  of  verse. 

The  English  language  cannot  long  supply  the  necessities  of 
poetry  without  the  introduction  of  new  elements  of  verse.  The 
ancient  temporal  metres  were  inexhaustible,  because  the  permuta- 
tions and  combinations  of  the  prosodical  feet  were  infinite ;  but 
when  we  establish  the  rule  that  in  every  couplet  there  shaU  be  two 
words  which  resemble  each  other  not  only  in  prosodical  or  in  ac- 
centual length,  but  in  their  vowel  and  consonantal  elements  also, 
we  introduce  into  verse  an  ingredient,  the  supply  of  which  is 
limited.  There  are,  as  was  observed  in  the  last  lecture,  thousands 
of  good  poetic  words  which  have  no  rhymes,  others  which  have 
at  most  but  a  single  one ;  and  of  the  rhyming  words,  thousands 
again  are  imsuited  to  metrical  purposes.    Hence  rhyme  tends  tc 
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reduce  our  available  poetical  vocabulary  to  a  much  narrower  list 
than  that  of  other  languages  not  more  copious,  but  which  have 
not  adopted  the  fetters  of  rhyme.  We  must  enlarge  our  stock 
by  the  revival  of  obsolete  words  and  inflections  from  native 
sources,  or  by  borrowing  from  the  Eomance  languages;  or  again, 
we  must  introduce  the  substitutes  to  which  I  have  before  alluded, 
and  which  will  form  the  subject  of  the  next  lecture. 


LEOTUBE    XXV. 

AUJTBRATLOSy  IXETB-BHTHX,  AITD  AfiSOHASOB. 

Thb  interest  which  the  study  of  native  English,  old  and  new, 
and  of  the  sister  dialects,  now  so  generallj  excites,  prompts  the 
inquiry  whether  it  is  not  possible  to  revive  some  of  the  forgotten 
characteristics  of  ancient  Anglican  poetry,  and  thns  to  aid  the 
efforts  of  onr  literature  to  throw  off  or  lighten  the  conventional 
shackles  which  classical  and  Bomance  authorities  have  imposed 
upon  it.  I  propose  to  illustrate,  by  specimens  original  and  imita- 
tive, the  leading  peculiarities  of  Anglo-Saxon  and  Old-Northern 
verse,  as  well  as  of  one  or  two  Bomance  metrical  forms  hitherto 
little  if  at  all  attempted  in  English,  and  to  suggest  experiment 
upon  the  introduction  of  some  of  them  into  English  poetry.  The 
only  coincidences  of  sound  known  to  English  versification  are, 
repetition  of  the  same  accentual  feet  in  the  same  order,  allitera- 
tion and  terminal  rhyme ;  but  these  by  no  means  exhaust  the  list 
of  possible  consonances,  or  even  of  those  employed  by  some 
branches  of  the  Grothic  family.  The  poetry  of  the  Anglo-Saxons 
was  always  rhythmical,  but  not  always  metrical  In  modem 
criticism,  rhythm  is  often  loosely  used  as  synonymous  with  metre, 
but  they  are  properly  distinguished.  Bede  speaks  of  the  poetry 
of  his  native  land  as  characterized  by  rhythm,  and  he  thus  dis- 
criminates between  rhythm  and  metre : 

"  It  (rhythmus)  is  a  modulated  composition  of  words,  not  ac- 
cording to  the  laws  of  metre,  but  adapted  in  the  number  of  its 
syllables  to  the  judgment  of  the  ear,  as  are  the  verses  of  our  vul- 
gar (or  native)  poets." 

"  Metre  is  an  artificial  rule  with  modulation ;  rhythmus  is  the 
modulation  without  the  rule.  For  the  most  part  you  find,  by  a 
sort  of  chance,  some  rule  in  rhythm ;  yet  this  is  not  from  an  arti- 
ficial government,  of  the  syllables,  but  because  the  soimd  and  mod- 

(464) 
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nlation  lead  to  it.  The  vulgar  poets  affect  this  rostically ;  the 
Bkilful  attain  it  by  their  skill."  * 

Bede's  definition  of  rhythm  is  not  remarkable  for  deamess  and 
precision.  Indeed,  it  is  dif&colt  to  define  rhythm,  for  the  same 
reason  that  it  is  difficult  to  describe  a  Bonnd,  and  the  embarrass- 
ment has  been  increased  by  the  determination  of  critics  to  insist 
on  finding  rhythms  where  none  exist  In  all  simply  rhytJimicat 
poetiy,  there^^  occnr  lines  which  are,  to  all  infents  Z  pnr- 
^'mere  prose,  jnst  as  in  meirical  poetry  we  now  and  Ln 
meet  lines  which,  by  poetic  license,  violate  the  established  canons 
of  metre.  In  a  general  way,  we  may  say  that  accent  is  to  rhythm 
what  the  foot  is  to  metre,  and  we  may  illustrate  the  prosodical 
valne  of  the  accent  by  comparing  a  rhy^mical  verse  to  a  mnsical 
measnre,  where  the  number  of  acoerUs  is  constant,  though  that  of 
the  nates  is  variable,  just  as  is  that  of  the  syllables  in  rhythmical 
X>oetry.  The  only  difference  is  that  the  laws  of  music  are  more 
strictly  observed  than  those  of  rhythm,  in  which  latter  there  is 
great  license  both  as  to  the  number  and  the  position  of  the  ac- 
cents. 

Metre  may  be  defined  to  be  a  succession  of  poetical  feet  ar- 
ranged in  regular  order,  according  to  certain  types  recognized  as 
standards,  in  verses  of  a  determinate  length. 

The  following  lines,  from  the  Primus  Passus  of  Piers  Plough- 
man's Yision,  are  rhythmical  but  not  metrical,  and  they  conform 
to  the  Saxon  models  in  all  respects,  except  that  the  short,  or  im- 
accented,  syllables  are  generally  more  numerous  than  in  Anglo- 
Saxon  verse,  the  particles  being  often  omitted  in  the  poetry  of 
that  nation : 

What  this  mountaigne  bymeneth, 
And  the  merke  dale, 
And  the  f eld  f ul  of  folk, 
I  shal  yow  f aire  ahewe. 

A  lovely  lady  of  leere. 
In  lynnen  y-clothed, 
Came  doun  from  a  castel 
And  called  me  f  aire. 
And  seide,  "  Sone,  slepestow  ? 
Sestow  this  peple, 
How  bisie  the!  ben 
AUe  aboute  the  maze  ? 

*  Sharon  Turner,  Hist.  Ang.  Sax.,  B.  ix.,  chap.  1. 
20* 
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The  mooste  parte  of  this  peple 
That  passeth  on  this  erthe, 
Have  thd  worship  in  this  world, 
Thei  wilne  no  bettre ; 
Of  oother  hevene  thtui  here 
Hold  thei  no  tale." 

Metre,  therefore,  was  not  an  essential  constitaent  of  Anglo- 
Saxon  verse,  and  the  few  instances  of  its  occurrence  are  chiefly 
accidental  coincidences,  although  a  Saxon  bard  may  oceasionallj 
have  employed  it  designedly,  just  as  a  modem  poet  may  confine 
himself  to  double  rhymes,  or  introduce  alliteration.  Of  rhymed 
poetry  there  are  a  few  examples,  as  well  as  of  what  is  called  line- 
rhyme,  but,  in  general,  like  endings  seem  to  have  been  avoided 
rather  than  sought  for.  An  EngUsh  ear,  then,  would  recognize 
in  Anglo-Saxon  verse  none  of  ^'q  formal  characteristics  of  poetry, 
and  it  would  strike  a  modem  hearer  as  merely  an  unmeasured  and 
irregular  recitative. 

The  most  prominent  formal  feature  of  Anglo-Saxon  versifica- 
tion is  its  regular  alliteration ;  and,  with  certain  exceptions  and 
licenses  not  necessary  to  be  noticed  at  present,  this  was  an  indis- 
pensable characteristic  of  the  poetry  of  that  language,  as  well  as 
generally  of  the  Old-Northern  or  Icelandic. 

It  was  also  much  employed  in  Old-English,  but  whether  its 
use  was  confined  to  certain  districts  or  local  dialects,  or  what  were 
the  circumstances  that  determined  its  application,  is  not,  I  be- 
lieve, yet  ascertained.  The  Ormulum,  which  is  not  alliterative, 
has  been  supposed  to  have  been  written  by  a  native  of  the  North 
of  England,  because  its  dialect  is  marked  by  Scandinavianisms 
probably  derived  from  the  Danish  population  of  the  border  coun- 
ties, and  we  should  therefore  expect  that  its  versification,  as  well 
as  its  diction,  would  exhibit  traces  of  the  influence  of  Scandina- 
vian models  ;  but  of  this  there  are  no  indications.  There  is  also 
a  passage  in  Chaucer,  now  a  regular  stock  quotation  in  all  essays 
on  this  subject,  which  seems  to  show  that  the  bards  of  other  Eiig- 
lish  counties,  most  remote  from  the  Danish  colonies,  did  not  em- 
ploy alliteration  or  even  rhyme.  The  narrator  in  the  Prologue 
to  the  Persones  Tale,  says  : 

But  trusteth  well,  I  am  a  miheniB  man, 

I  cannot  geste,  rom,  rcnn,  rtrf,  by  my  letter, 

And,  God  wote,  rime  hold  I  but  little  better. 
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There  are  many  passages  in  other  early  English  writers,  which 
point  to  a  marked  difference  between  the  poetic  forms  of  North- 
em  and  Southern  England  ;  and  the  general  inference  would  be, 
that  the  versification  of  the  South  conformed  to  classical  and  Bo- 
mance,  that  of  the  North  to  Anglo-Saxon  and  Scandinavian 
models.  I  do  not  discover  sufficient  evidence  that,  at  any  time 
after  Norman  English  was  recognized  as  an  independent  speech 
distinct  from  both  its  sources,  alliteration  was  generally  regarded 
as  a  regular  and  obligatory  constituent  of  English  verse,  though 
it  was  freely  employed  as  an  ornament  by  individual  writers  in 
the  fourteenth,  and  even  fifteenth  or  sixteenth  centuries.  How- 
ever this  may  be,  metre  and  rhyme,  perhaps  as  much  from  the 
splendid  success  of  Chaucer  as  from  any  other  cause,  became  estab- 
lished characteristics  of  versification  before  the  conmiencement 
of  the  fifteenth  century ;  and  Piers  Ploughman  is  the  last  work 
of  any  real  importance  in  English  literary  history,  which  follows 
the  original  type  of  Anglican  verse. 

The  rule  which  governed  the  employment  of  alliteration,  stated 
in  its  most  general  form,  and  without  specifying  the  exceptions 
and  qualifications  that  under  different  circimistances  attended  it, 
is,  that  in  each  couplet  three  emphatic  words,  (or,  by  poetic 
license,  accented  syUahles^)  two  in  the  first  line,  and  one  in  the 
second,  must  commence  with  the  same  consonant,  or  with  vowels, 
in  which  latter  case  the  initial  letters  might  be,  and  generally 
were,  different  The  position  of  the  alliterated  words  in  the  first 
line  was  arbitrary,  and  varied  according  to  the  convenience  of  the 
poet,  but  the  alliteration  in  the  second  line  should  fall  on  the  first 
emphatic  word.  Nevertheless,  the  lines  were  so  short  that  the 
stress  of  voice  would  seldom  fall  on  more  than  two  syllables  in 
either  line,  so  that,  in  practice,  the  first  of  these  syllables  would 
almost  necessarily  be  alliterated  in  the  first  line  also. 

The  lines  already  quoted  for  another  purpose  from  one  of  the 
interesting  poems  just  referred  to.  The  Vision  and  the  Creed  of 
Piers  Ploughman,  the  former  by  Langland,  one  of  the  Kef ormers 
before  the  Eef ormation,  and  written  probably  soon  after  the  mid- 
dle of  the  fourteenth  century,  are  alliterated  according  to  these 
rules,  as  are  also  the  following  extracts,  though  with  frequent  de- 
partures from  strict  conformity  to  them : 
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91  PilgrymesandiJalmeres 
Plighten  hem  togidere. 
For  to  aeken  tdiit  Jame, 
And  «einte8  at  Rome. 
They  loentea  forth  in  hire  wtj. 
With  many  idse  tales, 
And  hadden  leye  to  {yen 
Al  hire  ^  after. 

4SM  Eynde  tdt  tfolde 

That  each  a  Knight  wroghte. 
Or  in  (flkynge  or  in  cielyjnge^ 
Or  travaiUynge  in  preierea ; 
Cbntemplatif  lif  or  actif  lif 
Oiist  would  thei  wroghte. 

4847  For  murthereris  are  manye  lechef. 
Lord  hem  amende ! 

They  do  men  deje  thorogh  hir  drynko^ 
Er  destynee  it  wolde. 

5656  Thilke  that  Ocd  gjveih.  mooet 
Leest  ^ood  thei  deleth ; 
And  moost  im-Aynde  to  the  oommune 
That  moost  eeM  weldeth. 

6897  Any  science  under  «onne, 
The  Mvene  artz  and  alle, 
But  thei  ben  femed  for  our  Xordes  loTe, 
Xost  is  all  the  tyme. 

The  following  are  examples  of  aUiteration  upon  a  vowel : 

8597  And  mobedlent  to  ben  v ndemome 
Of  any  lif  lyvyge. 

8609  With  mwit  and  with  (mtwit 
Fmagynen  and  studie. 

But  though  no  longer  entitled  to  rank  as  an  organic  element  in 
English  prosody,  alliteration  was  often  employed  for  two  centu- 
ries later,  not  only  by  the  inferior  rhymesters  to  whom  I  have  al- 
luded, but  by  some  of  the  brightest  ornaments  of  English  litera- 
ture. Ascham,  with  all  his  contempt  for  rhyme,  did  not  disdain 
alliteration,  and  his  Elegy  on  John  Whitney  is  full  of  it^  though 
few  of  the  verses  go  quite  so  far  as  this : 

Therefore,  my  heart,  cease  righes  and  «obbes,  eeaae  M>rrowe'8  «eede  to  Mfw. 
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Spenser  ufles  it  profneely,  and  Bometimes  with  very  happy  effect^ 
but  not  always  judidonsly.  The  following  lines  are  from  the 
Faerie  Queene : 

The  knight  was  nothing  nice  where  was  no  need. 

But  (firefol  cleadly  black,  both  leaf  and  bloom. 
Fit  to  a^m  the  dead  and  deck  the  dreary  tomb. 

And/His  with/lowen/Ur  bora's  painted  lap. 
I/oUow  here  the/ooting  of  thy/eet 
He  giveth  oomf ort  to  her  courage  cold. 
Now  nniling  imoothly  like  the  fommer'a  day. 
Thy  mantle  fnarred  wherein  thou  fTiaskedst  late. 

The  alliteration  is  even  more  marked  in  these  lines  from  Feb- 
ruarie  in  the  Shepheards  Calendar,  two  of  whioh  have  been 
already  dted  for  another  purpose : 

But  Aome  Aim  Aasted  with  furious  Aeate, 
Encreasing  his  wrath  with  many  a  threats ; 
J7is  Aarmef Till  Aatchet  Ae  Aent  in  Aand ; 

and  in  this,  from  Mother  Hubberds  Tale : 

382  G'ay  without  pood  is  pood  heart's  greatest  loathing. 

So,  T.  Heywood,  very  melodiously,  in  the  Hierarchie : 
To  trail  the  toants  that  trait  upon  the  Muse. 

Sidney,  on  the  other  hand,  seldom  introduces  aUiteration«  In 
the  Arcadia  he  censures  those  those  who  '^  course  a  letter,  as  if 
they  were  bound  to  follow  the  method  of  a  dictionarie";  and  in 
the  fifteenth  sonnet  in  Astrophel  and  Stella,  he  treats  it  as  an  ev* 
idence  of  poverty  of  genius : 

You  that  do  Dictionaries  method  bring 

Into  you  rimes,  running  in  rattling  rows, 
♦  »»»»# 

You  take  wrong  waies ;  those  f  ar-f  et  helps  be  such 

As  do  bewray  a  want  of  inward  touch, 

Shakespeare  occasionally  ridicules  the  use,  or  rather  abuse,  of 
alliteration.    Thus,  in  a  couplet  in  the  prologue  to  tho  interhide 
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of  Pjramxis  and  Thisbe  in  the  Midsummer  Night's  Dream,  wo 
have  this  example : 

Whereat  with  (lade,  with  Moody  (lameful  (lade. 
He  (ravely  (roached  his  (oiling  (loodj  (reast 

And  in  Love's  Labour's  Lost,  Holof  ernes  says :  ^^  I  will  something 
affect  the  letter,  for  it  argues  facility : 


« 


The  jnaisef  ul  jnincefls  pierced  and  inicked  a  jpretty  pleasing  pricket' 


Milton,  and  the  classic  school  of  poets  generally,  avoid  allitera- 
tion altogether ;  and  so  completely  was  it  banished  from  English 
measures  during  most  of  the  seventeenth  century,  that  its  former 
existence  as  an  element  of  versification  was  forgotten.  One  of 
Waller's  critical  biographers  says :  ^^  That  way  of  using  the  same 
initial  letters  in  a  line,  which  throws  the  verse  off  more  easily,  as — 

**  When  fnan  on  inany  multiplied  his  kind, 

was  first  introduced  by  him  ;  as  in  this  verse : 

"  Oh,  how  1 2ong  my  tender  limbs  to  2ay  1 " 

Dryden  revived  the  use  of  alliteration,  but  tiiere  was  long  a  cer- 
tain fastidiousness  with  respect  to  its  employment  It  has,  how- 
ever, been  gradually  winning  its  way  again  to  favor,  and  a  great 
modem  poet  has  not  scrupled  to  write — 

"  He  rushed  into  the/ield,  and,  /oremost/ighting,  /ell." 

Alliteration  was  wholly  unsuited  to  the  metrical  system  of  tiie 
ancients,  which  rejected  all  echoing  of  sound,  and  its  accidental 
occurrence  was  regarded  as  a  rhetorical  blemish.  But  it,  never- 
theless, often  passed  unnoticed  by  ears  keenly  sensible  only  to  tiie 
prosodical  quantity  and  musical  intonation  of  words,  and  examples 
of  the  frequent,  though  doubtless  undesigned,  repetition  of  an 
initial  consonant  in  the  same  verse  or  period,  occur  in  the  most 
fastidious  of  the  classic  writers.     Thus,  Cicero,  in  De  OflSciis,  has 

this  phrase: 

**  iSenmn  «ine  «en«u  cetas  «ene«cit ;  ♦ 

•  In  the  phrase  quoted  from  Cicero,  it  is  highly  probable,  as  a  friend  sug- 
gests to  me,  that  sine  sensu  is  a  gloss  which  has  foimd  its  way  into  the 
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and  minor  critics,  who,  happily  for  scholars  devoted  to  graver 
pnrsuits,  can  find  leisure  for  the  chase  of  such  small  deer,  have 
collected  many  examples  of  the  like  kind  in  other  great  authors 
of  ancient  Greece  and  Bome. 

Although  specially  characteristic  of  Gothic  x>oetry,  alliteratioB 
has  been  by  no  means  confined  to  it*  It  is  employed  by  the 
Finlanders  and  by  several  of  the  Oriental  nations,  and  after  the 
revival  of  literature  it  found  its  way  into  the  humorous  Latin 
verses  of  the  sixteenth  century.  The  structure  of  Latin,  in  which 
particles  and  pronouns  may  often  be  omitted,  facilitates  aUitera- 
tion,  however  distasteful  to  classic  ears.  There  are  many  modem 
Latin  poems  in  alliterative  verse,  and  the  best  known  of  tiiese^ 
the  Pugna  Porcorum,  or  Battle  of  the  Pigs,  in  which  every  word 
begins  with  the  letter  j?,  extends  to  several  hundred  verses. 

Analogous  to  purely  alliterative  poems,  or  rather  their  converse, 
are  what  are  called  lipogranmiatic  compositions.  Li  these,  a  par- 
ticular letter  or  letters  are  excluded,  and  an  ancient  poetaster 
made  himself  notorious  by  a  paraphrase  of  the  entire  Iliad,  which 
rejected  alpha  or  a,  from  the  first  book,  ieta  or  h  from  the  sec- 
ond, and  so  of  the  rest  lapognanmatism  does  not  affect  the 
rhythm  or  metre  of  verse,  and  so  poor  a  conceit  would  not 
deserve  to  be  noticed,  had  not  diBtaBgaished  authors  occariopally 

text    In  the  Tusc.  Disp.  Cicero  quotes  some  remarkable  instances  of  alliterar 
tive  verse  from  early  Roman  poets.    Thus,  from  Ennius : 

Qui  alteri  exitinm  parat 
Eum  scire  oportet  dbi  paratam  jpestem  ut  partidpet. 

Tiue.  Diap.,  U,  17. 
From  Acdtis: 

JTalor  mihi  moles,  majus  miscendmnst  iiialum 
Qui  mills  acerbum  ^r  ^ntundam  et  ^mprimam. 

Impios  hortatur  me  frater,  ut  meos  mails  miser 

Jfandarem  natos.  Tuse.  IHtp,,  lY.  86. 

*  Alliteration  was  a  regular  characteristic  of  Icelandic  verse,  and  it  often  ai>- 
pears  to  have  been  designedly  introduced  into  prose.  There  is  a  long  passage 
in  alliteratiye  prose  in  the  Saga  Olafs  kondngs  bins  helga,  Z.  60,  and  a  still 
longer  near  the  close  of  App.  EE,  to  that  Saga  in  Fom.  SOg.  Y.  The  fol- 
lowing is  an  extract  from  the  former:  *  *  •  "kalla)5u  hann  ?inan  ok 
fitilMtan,  hsegan  ok  Augg6)5an,  mildan  ok  mjuklyndan,  dtran  ok  ting6)San, 
<ryggvan  ok  Mlyndan/orsjalan  ok/astori$an,  ^Oflan  ok  ^6)5g]aman, /togan 
ok  /ilyndan,  ^^an  ok  ^IsBpavaran,  «t]6msaman  ok  «tiltan  vel,  ^eyminn  at 
^)5s  l(5gum  ok  piSra  manna,"  &c. 
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practified  it.  Lope  de  Yega  condeecended  to  this  trifling,  by 
writing  a  novel  in  which  the  letters  a  and  I  were  not  employed. 
Yriarte  was  gailtj  of  a  similar  folly,  and  there  have  been  some 
later  pieces  in  the  same  absurd  style. 

To  ns,  who  have  no  ear  for  qnantitative  prosody,  alliteration, 
provided  it  does  not  obtrude  itself  as  an  affectation,  is  generally 
agreeable,  and  besides  the  sensuous  pleasure  it  gives  ns,  it  has 
often,  and  in  earHer  stages  of  the  Gothic  dialects  had  still  more 
frequently,  a  ^ml  significance.  The  inseparable  particles  used  as 
prefixes  were  much  less  freely  employed  in  those  languages  than 
in  Greek  and  Latin,  and  the  first  syllable  of  words,  which  was 
also  usually  the  accented  one,  generally  contained  the  radical 
Kow,  particular  combinations  of  consonants  are  found  to  occur 
very  frequently  in  vocables  of  the  same  primitive  signification ; 
and  therefore,  of  a  given  number  of  words  in  any  homogeneous 
language,  beginning  with  the  same  consonant,  or  combination  of 
consonants,  the  majority  will  probably  be  more  or  less  nearly 
allied  in  sense;  and  consequently,  alliteration,  or  the  use  of 
prominent  words  with  the  same  initial  consonants,  is  a  means  of 
giving  increased  energy  to  a  proposition,  by  a  repetition  of  the 
emphatic  radicals  which  enter  into  it.  The  pith  of  the  alliter- 
ative proverbs  so  common  among  the  Gothic  races  often  lay 
partly  in  this  iteration  of  meaning;  and  a  perception  of  the 
relation  between  cognate  words,  sometimes  obscure,  sometimes 
distinct,  not  unfrequently  gives  a  keen  pungency  to  idiomatic 
expressions.  On  the  other  hand,  where  from  the  changes  of 
language,  words  originally  allied  liave  become  distinguii^ed  or  op- 
posed in  meaning,  or  where  different  words  in  a  given  proverb 
or  phraseological  combination  are  derived  from  linguistic  sources 
which  ascribe  a  different  signification  to  initial  consonants,  the 
verbal  contrast  is  much  aided  in  effect  by  alliteration. 

Not  only  do  our  English  proverbs  often  derive  much  of  their 
point  from  this  element,  but  many  of  our  most  favorite  and 
most  frequently  quoted  poetical  sentiments  and  similes  owe  their 
currency  to  the  same  source.  Few  lines  in  English  poetry  are 
of  tener  repeated  than  Campbells 


Like  angels'  visits,  few  and  far  between. 
This  simile  Campbell  borrowed,  unconsciously  perhaps,  from 
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an  older  author,  and  he  ingenionfilj  contrived  at  one  blow  to 
destroy  the  beauty  of  the  thought,  and  yet  make  the  verse  im- 
mortal, by  giving  it  a  form  that  soothes  the  ear  and  nms  glibly 
off  the  tongae.  As  is  shown  in  Bartletf  s  Quotations^  John 
l^orris,  about  the  close  of  the  seventeenth  century,  had  said — 

Like  angels'  visitB,  short  and  bright, 

and  Blair,  fifty  years  later,  had  improved  the  thought  into — 

YbAiB,  like  those  of  angels,  short  and  far  between* 

The  simile  is  here  very^  beautiful  and  expressive.  Campbell's 
version  is  a  mere  tautological  repetition  of  the  latter  half  of  the 
thought.  The  adjective  few,  in  the  phrase  "few  and  far  be- 
tween," of  course  refers  to  the  number  of  visits,  not  of  the 
visitors.  If  the  visits  are  ^  far  between,'  they  must  necessarily  be 
*few'  with  reference  to  any  supposed  period  of  time;  and  on 
the  other  hand,  if  they  are  ^  few,'  but  yet  continued,  as  seems 
impHed,  tiirough  tiie  whole  earthly  life  of  humanity,  they  can  be 
paid  only  at  long  intervals.  '  Few '  and  *  far  between '  are,  then, 
equivalent  expressions,  and  the  brevity  of  the  visits,  a  circum- 
stance very  important  to  the  completeness  of  the  thought,  is  lost 
sight  of  by  Campbell  altogether.  Yet  Blair's  exquisite  simile 
is  rarely  quoted,  while  Campbell's  feeble  and  diluted  alliterative 
version  of  it  is  as  hackneyed  as  the  tritest  proverb.  So  easily  are 
we  led  by  the  ear.^  It  is  fair  to  admit  that  the  epithets  are  more 
fitiy  applicable  to  the  "  hours  of  bliss,"  which  form  the  subject 
of  the  couplet — 

What  though  my  winged  hours  of  bliss  have  been. 
Like  angels'  visits,  few  and  far  between : 

because  ^  few '  applied  to  ^  hours '  may  be  supposed  to  indicate  a 
short  continuance  of  time,  which  it  cannot  do  when  referred  to 
^  visits ';  but  to  make  the  simile  truly  descriptive,  the  qualifica- 
tions  expressed  must  belong  both  to  the  thing  compared  and  to 
that  to  which  it  is  likened. 

*  Byron's  objections  to  the  octosyllabic  verse  have  no  better  foundation  than 
the  alliteration  in  the  phrase,  "fatal  facility"  and  many  a  shaUow  critic  has 
condemned  fine  poetry  in  this  beautiful  metre,  upon  the  strength  of  that  un- 
hieky  expression. 


474  LINE-RHYME.  [Lect. 

Besides  alliteration,  some  Gotliic  nations  nearly  allied  to  the 
Anglo-Saxon  had  its  converse,  namely,  the  ending  of  words  or 
accented  syllables  with  the  same  consonant  or  coalescing  conso- 
nants, the  vowels  being  different,  as,  for  example,  in  the  words 
had  ledy  find  bcmdy  mi  run.  We  have  no  name  for  this  coinci- 
dence of  sonnd,  because  it  is  not  with  us,  or  with  any  of  the 
nations  of  Central  or  Southern  Europe,  a  regular  element  of 
verse.  It  might  very  well  be  called  oonsananoej  but  that  word 
is  already  appropriated  to  express,  generally,  resemblance  of  sound, 
and,  especially,  fttU  rhyme  in  both  the  votod  and  the  consonants 
which  follow  it.  In  Icelandic  poetry,  this  imperfect  rhyme  is 
regularly  employed,  and  by  the  critics  of  that  literature,  is  called 
skothending,  a  word  of  obscure  etymology,  which  we  may 
conveniently  translate  by  half-rhyme. 

Although  terminal  rhyme  is  known  to,  and  not  unfrequently 
employed  by,  the  Icelanders,  their  poetic  consonance  generally 
consists  in  what  is  called  Une^hyme^  in  conjunction  with  an  allitera- 
tion regulated  as  in  Anglo-Saxon.  In  line-rhyme,  the  correspond- 
ing syllables  occur,  not  at  the  end  of  successive  lines,  but  in  the 
eamie  Une.  The  rhymes  are  either  of  the  character  which  I  have 
described  as  half-Thyme^  or  like  the  perfect  consonances  of  other 
languages,  whidi  latter  form  of  rhyme  the  Icelanders  caU  aSal- 
hendf  ng. 

line-rhyme  is  a  constituent  of  all  but  the  most  ancient  forms 
of  Icelandic  verse.  Both  line-rhyme  and  terminal  rhyme  occa- 
sionally occur  in  Anglo-Saxon  poetry,  though  they  are  neither 
essential  nor,  in  the  remains  of  that  literature  which  time  has 
spared  to  us,  frequent ;  but  from  the  close  general  analogy  be- 
tween the  languages  and  the  poetry  of  the  Anglo-Saxons  and  the 
Northmen,  and  the  mutual  relations  between  those  nations,  it  is 
not  improbable  that  the  Anglo-Saxons  may  sometimes  have  em- 
ployed both  forms  of  Kne-rhyme  in  a  regular  way,  as  the  Iceland- 
ers always  continued  to  do. 

The  rule  of  construction  of  these  consonances  is,  that  in  each 
line  there  shall  be  two  accented  syllables  which  either  form  a 
perfect  rhyme  with  each  other  or  have  the  same  final  consonant 
or  consonants  with  different  vowels.  The  general  distribution  of 
the  perfect  and  imperfect  rhymes  is,  that  the  half,  or  consonantal, 
rhyme  shall  occur  in  the  first  line  of  the  couplet,  the  full  rhyme 
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in  the  second.  The  first  rhyming  syllable  may  be  at  the  begin- 
ning or  in  the  middle  of  the  verse ;  the  second  should  fall  on  the 
penultimate.  There  are  many  metres  in  Icelandic  verse,  and 
some  of  them  are  discrimmated  only  by  logical,  rhetorical,  or 
grammatical  distinctions.  In  the  favorite  metre,  or  what  may 
be  called  the  heroic,  ^^  that  in  which,"  as  Snorri  says,  '^  most  fin- 
ished verse  is  composed."  m  e  6  f>eima  hsBtti  er  flest  ort, 
]^at  er  vandat  er,  the  lines  consist  of  three  trochaic  feet  or 
their  equivalents,  and  are  arranged  in  strophes  of  eight  verses. 
The  f  oUowinxr  imitation  exhibits  the  application  of  these  rules  to 

ifif  o  f  tly  no w  are  « i  f  t  ing 
ifif  n  o  w  8  on  landscape  f  r  o  z  en. 
Thickly/all  the/lakelets, 
jF'eathery-light,  together, 
81l  o  w  e  r  of  silver  p  o  a  ring, 
6^oundle88,  all  aroundns, 
jF'i  e  1  d  and  river/o  1  d  ing 
jF'a  i  r  in  mantle  r  a  r  est 

(71  a  d  in  garment  o  1  o  u  d-wrought* 
Oo  V  ered  light  ab  o  y  e  her, — 
(7alm  in  cooling  slumbers 
(7r  a  d  led.  Earth  hath  1  a  i  d  her. 
Bo  to  rest  in  silence, 
S&fe  from  heats  that  chafe  her, 
jfill  her  troubled  pulses 
jfr  u  er  beat,  and  f  e  w  er. 


BiYerj  throb  is  ovi 
^11  to  stillness  fallen  I 
lowers  upon  her/orehead 
^ing  not  yet,  O  Spring-time  I 
ifif  t  i  1 1  yet  tftay  aw  h  i  1  e,  too, 
SvL  m  mer  fair,  thy  com  ing  I 
Xinger  yet  still  Zonger, 
Zest  thou  break  her  resting. 

Although  the  feet  in  which  the  line-rhymes  occur  are  usually 
separated  by  intervening  words,  and  arranged  according  to  the 
rales  just  laid  down,  they  are  sometimes  brought  together  at  the 
beginning  of  the  lines,  as  in  the  following  verses  :* 

*  The  following  is  the  example  of  this  metre  given  by  Snorri,  Hdttatal, 
182  ^- 
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Boll,  O  rill,  forever  I 
iZestnot,  lest  thy  waydeti, 
i9  A  e  e  n  as  «  A  i  n  i  ng  crystal, 
i9  A  rink  and  s  i  n  k  to  darkness  1 
TFendwith  toin ding  border 
TFide  aside  stiU  taming, 
G' r  e  e  n  o'erg  r  o  w  n  with  ^rassQi^ 
G'ay  as  May  with  blossoin*^ 

jTo ward  yon  towered  castle, 
jfi  m  e-and-r  h  y  m  e-reno  wned. 
Zightly  Zet  thy  waves  then 
Xeap  the  8 teepy  ledges, 
Pou r  in  p u r  est  silver 
Proudly,  loudly  over. 
J) an dng  down  with  laughter, 
J>ashing,  flashing  onward, 

i9inging«ongs  unending, 
i9weet,  replete  with  gladnen. 
J>rape  with  dripping  mossea 
J>ell  and  fell  o'erhanglng; 
Zave  with  living  water 
X  o  w  ly  g  r  o  w  ing  sedges, 
Ti  1 1  thy  <  o  i  1-wom  current 
jfurneth,  yearning,  sea-ward. 

In  another  of  the  very  numerous  forms  of  Icelandic  poetry, 
the  feet  containing  the  full-rhyme  are  placed  last  in  the  verse,  aa 
in  this  imitation :  * 

Hilmir  hj&lma  skdrir 
hertSir  svertSi  ro)5nu, 
hrj6ta  hvltir  askar 
hryn ja  brvn ja  sp&ngir ; 
hnylLKja  H]akkar  eldar 
h^^a  svaHSar  landi, 
remma  rimmu  glo^ir 
randa  grand  of  jarli. 

*  Snorri,  H&ttatal,  185,  gives,  in  the  following  hemistrophe,  an  example  of 
the  form  imitated  in  the  text : 

A'lmdrosar  skylr  Isa 
&r  flest  roegin  bdra  s^ ; 
kfienn  ketr  nrcs  &  hrAnnum 
hj^msvell  jofurr  gella  feUa ; 

In  another  variation  still,  in  addition  to  the  half-rhyme  of  the  flist  Unsb 
there  is  a  full  rhyme  in  the  third  and  fourth  feet,  thus : 

Hr8Blj6ma  fel]r  hrimi,  tfmi 
Mi  vex  of  gram  sara  &r&, 
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JETear  the  torrent  Aurzy  I 
JETeadloDg  rashlydashiog 
J>own,  in  (teafening  t h u n der, 
Depths  eye  hath  not  fathomed  I 
Mighty  rocks  ui>rootiDg,-— 
i^idely  shattering,  scattering 
^1 1  its  own  bright  sil  ver 
Jhto  shapeless  yapor. 

Stay,  0/lood,  that/liest 
Ast  toward  n  ig  h  t  nns  i  gh  t  ly  1 
TTait,  ye  toaves,  a  little — 
Wisdom's  8  p  e  e  c  h  would  t  e  ac  h  you  1 
Xight  and  fife  are  sweeter, 
Zovelier  far,  than  are  the 
(71oud,  the  ^Id,  the  shadow 
(TlosiDg  r  o  a  n  d  the  b  o  u  n  d  less  1 

Although  line-ihyine  might  have  been  occasionally  employed 
with  advantage  in  Anglo-Saxon  verse,  as  I  think  it  may  still  be  in 
some  departments  of  EngliBh  poetry,  yet  it  is  fortonate  for  the 
interests  of  our  old  literature  that  it  (Ud  not  assume  aU  the  fet- 
ters of  Scandinavian  prosody.  The  Old-^^Torthem  mythologie 
poems,  as  those  of  the  elder  Edda,  are  much  simpler  in  their 
structure  than  those  of  the  later  Icelandic  bards,  and,  like  Beo- 
wulf and  the  poems  ascribed  to  Csddmon,  they  are  usually  without 
line-rhyme,  and  often  with  but  a  single  pair  of  alHterative  syl- 
lables in  the  first  verse  of  the  couplet.  In  point  of  poetic  excel- 
lence, the  simplest  measures  generally  rank  highest,  while  the 
excessively  intricate  and  artificial  forms  of  the  twelfth  and  thir- 
teenth centuries  have  seldom  any  merit  but  that  which  belongs 
to  the  skilful  execution  of  n/uff€B  difficUea.  A  conformity  to  rules 
so  di£9cult  could  be  purchased  oidy  by  the  frequent  sacrifice  of 
the  rhetorical  beauties  of  poetry,  and  the  heroic  rhymes  of  the 
Icelanders  are  crowded  with  frigid  conceits,  and  as  inferior  to 
the  grand  simplicity  and  the  elevated  inspiration  of  Anglo-Saxon 
poetry,  as  their  narrative  prose  is  superior  to  the  comparatively 
barren,  unphUosophical,  and  even  puerile  historical  literature  of 
our  Anglo-Saxon  ancestors. 

There  are  also  remarkable  instances  both  of  alliteration  and  of 


frost  nemr,  of  hlyn  Hristar,  Mistar 
bcvkaldan  ^rOm  skjaldar  aldar. 
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line-rhjme  where  we  should  least  expect  to  find  them,  namely,  in 
the  literatore  of  Italy  and  Greece.  Take  as  an  example  of  half- 
rhyme  a  stanza  of  oUa/oa  rima  in  the  twenty-third  canto  of  the 
Morgante  Maggiore  of  Fnld : 

La  casa  coaa  parea  bretta  e  bniUa, 

Yinta  dal  vento ;  e  la  natta  e  la  notte 

Stilla  le  stelle,  ch'a  tetto  era  tutta. 

Del  pane  appena  ne  dette  ta'  dotte, 

Pere  avea  pure  e  qualche  f ratta  fnitta ; 

E  svina  e  svena  di  botto  una  botte ; 

Poscia  per  pesci  lasche  prese  a  V  eaca ; 

Ma  il  letto  allotta  a  la  frasca  f ii  freaca.*  ^ 

The  following  sonnet  in  the  Pisan  dialect,  from  a  note  to  the 
works  of  Sedi,  abounds  in  full  Une-rhyme : 

Bimilemente  •  gente  •  criatura  • 
La  portatura  •  pura  •  ed  avenente  • 
Faite  plagente  .  mente  per  natura  • 
Bicchen  altura  •  cura  •  yola  gente  • 

Callor  parvente  •  nente  •  altra  flgura  • 
Non  a  f  attura  •  dura  •  certamente  • 
Pero  neente  •  sente  •  di  ventura  • 
Chissua  pintara  •  seusa  .  no  prezente  • 

Tanto  doblata  •  data  •  vd  bellessa 
E  addoressa  •  messa  .  con  plagensa  • 
Cogna  chei  pensa  •  sensa  •  pennirata  • 

Pero  amata  •  f  atta  •  vunnaltessa  • 
Che  la  f  ermessa  .  dessa  conoscensa  • 
In  sua  sentensa  •  bensa  •  onorata  • 

*  There  is  a  very  similar  instance  in  the  hundredth  and  hundred  and  flrst 
stanzas  of  the  sixth  canto  of  the  Malmantile  Bacguistato.  The  editor,  Puccio 
Lamoni  (Paulo  Minuccl,)  remarks  on  the  word  bisttcdo  in  it,  101 :  E  la 
figura  che  i  Greci  dicono  Parecheii,  ed  ^  quando  si  dicono  due  parole  che  han- 
no  lo  stesso,  o  poco  differente  suono,  e  diverso  significato/'  and  he  refers  to  a 
canzone  of  Guittone  d'Arrczzo,  made  up  of  "  queste  allusioni  di  parole/  the 
conclusion  of  which  is  as  follows : 

Movi  canzone  adessa, 
E  vanne  a  Rezzo  ad  essa. 
Da  cui  eo  tegno  ed  o 
8e  n'  alcun  ben  mi  do, 
E  di,  che  presto  so, 
Se  vuol,  di  tomar  so. 

Other  examples  are  stated  in  Bindo  Bonichi,  and  Francesco  da  Barberlno. 
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Mullacli,  in  his  Grammatik  der  Griechischen  Vulgarsprache, 
cites  several  lines  of  alliterative  line-rhyming  Greek  verse,  from 
a  hymn  "  by  a  Christian  writer  belonging  to  the  school  of  the 
later  Orphic  poets,"  but  without  any  indication  of  the  probable 
date  of  the  composition,  which,  however,  cannot  be  by  any  means 
recent.    The  following  are  the  first  five  verses : 

nap'&h^  i^^ftepiotc  ovpavloic  re  ^f;. 
Xeupe  K6pri  ndvruv  fUya  ;^<l(p/iart  x^Pf*^  7ja^(Aaa» 

X^p/M  fuytKT&eviuv  x^Pf*^  ^  &^vporip(Jv, 
Xaipe  n6vuv  re  Xirreipa,  ddfutv  /ivreipd  r*  dvdicTOif, 

The  poem  is  referred  to  by  Mullach  for  other  purposes,  and  he 
makes  no  remarks  upon  the  character  of  its  versification.  It  is, 
however,  like  the  Italian  examples  just  cited,  a  mere  jeu  d'esprit, 
and  there  is  not  the  slightest  probability  that  the  autiiors  of  any 
of  them  knew  that  they  were  introducing  into  their  verses 
the  characteristic  features  of  a  poetic  literature  so  alien  to  that  of 
Southern  Europe  as  the  songs  of  the  Scandinavian  bards.  But 
they  are  the  more  interesting  for  that  very  reason,  as  instances  of 
the  spontaneous  origination  of  similar  poetic  forms,  in  nations 
whose  languages  and  whose  literary  culture  have  little  or  nothing 
in  common. 

Although  half-rhyme  may  be  said  to  be  peculiar  to  Icelandic 
poetry,  if  indeed  it  did  not  exist  in  Anglo-Saxon,  yet  there  are 
examples  of  the  employment  of  both  full  and  imperfect  line- 
rhyme  in  modem  English.  The  mere  introduction  of  a  full 
rhyme  in  the  middle  of  a  verse,  as  when  Coleridge  says : 

And  ice,  mastrMgh,  came  floating  dy, 

is  not  a  case  in  point,  for  this  is  only  writing  in  one  line  what 
properly  should  be  counted  two ;  but  Byron's  verse — 

Lighdy  and  brighdj  breaks  away 
The  morning  from  her  mantle  grey, 

is  a  true  specimen  of  line-rhyme,  as  is  also  Bums's  line — 

Her  look  was  Wee  the  morning  star ; 

look  and  like  forming  a  half-rhyme.    These  and  some  of  the  many 
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other  similar  examples,  are  probably  accidental,  bnt  there  are  cases 
where  we  must  suppose  the  introduction  of  such  coincidences  of 
sound  to  be  intentional,  though  they  have  certainly  never  been 
regarded  as  rsgtdar  constituents  of  any  form  of  English  verse.* 
In  Longfellow's  Miles  Standish,  containing  about  one  thousand 
verses,  there  occur  not  less  than  forty  instances  of  marked,  as  weU 
as  others  of  less  conspicuous,  line-rhyme.  These  may  have  been 
undesigned,  but,  with  Mr.  Longfellow's  trained  ear,  and  his  fa- 
miliarity with  Old-Northern  literature,  I  should  rather  suppose 
them  purposely,  or  at  least  not  unconsdoualy,  introduced  into 
such  lines  as  the  following : 

Here  infrvni  you  can  tee  the  yerj  dM  of  the  ballet ; 

Long  at  the  window  he  stood  and  wistfully  gazed  on  the  landaca,pe ; 

Washed  with  a  cold  gray  mUt,  the  yapory  breath  of  the  eaH  wind. 
Forest  and  meadow  and  hiU,  and  the  steel-blue  rim  of  the  ocean. 

Yon  are  a  writer,  and  I  am  h  fighter,  but  here  is  a  fellow 

Who  could  both  write  Bxidflght,  and  in  both  was  equally  akilfuL 

Sudden  and  loud  as  the  eaund  of  a  soldier  grounding  his  musket 

Li  this  last  line,  the  alliteration  is  very  observable,  as  also  in  the 
following : 

Steady,  «(raigbtforward,  and  strong,  with  irresistible  logic. 
Lying  «ilent  and  sad  in  the  afternoon  shadows  and  ranshine. 
Jfusing  a  f7»oment  before  them,  Jf lies  Standish  paused,  as  if  doubtful 

I  think  the  introduction  of  these  consonances  a  very  happy 
feature  in  Mr.  Longfellow's  hexameters,  and  believe  that  a  still 
more  liberal  use  of  them,  especially  of  the  line-rhyme,  would 
facilitate  the  naturalization  of  a  measure  not  easily  recondlable 
with  English  orthoepy. 

In  spite  of  the  excessive  diflSculty  of  the  Icelandic  versification, 

*  Among  the  verses  prefixed  to  Sylvester's  Du  Bartas,  1611,  there  is  ai^yra- 
midcU  piece,  with  the  heading,  Lectoribus,  which  concludes  with  a  couplet, 
containing  a  quaint  half -rhyme  : 

Not  daring  meddle  with  Apelles  table, 
This  have  I  muddled,  as  my  Mvsb  was  able. 
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and  the  limited  number  of  perfect  rhymes  which  the  Old-North^ 
em  language  affords,  the  bards  of  that  nation  seem  to  have  h&ya 
scarcely  inferior  to  the  modem  Italians  in  facility  of  improvisa- 
tion. The  old  sagas  contain  numerous  examples  of  extempora- 
neous compositions,  of  elaborately  complicated  stmcture,  but  with 
a  regular  rhythmical  flow ;  and,  indeed,  most  of  the  verses  quoted 
in  the  sagas  are  improvisations.  This  was  rendered  practicable 
only  by  almost  unbounded  freedom  of  syntactical  arrangement, 
and  the  extent  to  which  the  Old-^^Torthem  poets  avail  themselves 
of  this  liberty,  combined  with  the  highly  figurative  style  of  their 
diction,  renders  tihie  interpretation  of  their  chants  a  matter  of  no 
small  difficulty  to  modem  readers.* 

The  use  of  half-rhymes  in  Scandinavian  verse  is  neither  an  ac- 
cident, nor  the  arbitrary  adoption  of  a  purely  conventional  form 
of  poetical  ornament,  but  it  is  a  natural  result  of  the  Old-Korth- 
em  system  of  inflections.  In  the  Icelandic  language,  the  strong 
inflections  were  prevalent  in  all  classes  of  words  which  admit  of 
declension  or  conjugation.  The  strong  inflection  consists,  not 
uniformly,  indeed,  but  usually,  in  varying  words  for  case  or  tense, 
by  changing  the  vowel  of  the  radical  syllable,  leaving  the  conso- 
nants undisturbed ;  and  hence  every  verb  or  noun  varied  by  this 
method,  produces  in  its  inflection  half -rhymes.  Thus,  in  English, 
bind  makes  in  the  preterite,  hoimdy  find  faimdy  rw%  ram^  sing 
mmg^  and  in  the  participle,  awng ;  springy  sprcmgy  sprtmg ; 
wriUy  loroiej  and  in  older  forms  both  writ  and  wrote.  So  in 
nouns  we  have  singular  yb(?^,  plural /e^  ma/n  plural  men,.^[ 

The  frequent  use  of  this  mode  of  inflection  could  not  fail  to 

*  Haralds  Hari5rfi)5a  Saga,  chapter  108,  contains  a  sort  of  trial  of  skiU  in  im- 
provisation, in  which  King  Harald,  ^orgils,  a  disguised  Norwegian  warrior, 
and  ^J6)S61fr,  an  eminent  skald,  all  took  part.  The  poetry,  indeed,  is  far  from 
being  of  a  high  order,  but  the  incident  is  interesting,  on  accoimt  of  a  criticism 
of  the  king  upon  the  yersification  of  Thiodolf,  who  had  coupled  grOm  and 
8  k  0  m  m  as  a  line-rhyme,  that  is,  a  syllable  ending  in  a  single,  with  a  syllable 
ending  in  a  double  consonant ;  too  great  a  license  for  the  nicety  of  an  Old- 
Northern  ear. 

f  In  Icelandic,  as  in  English,  both  forms  of  inflection  exist,  and  are  not  un- 
frequently  employed  in  the  same  word,  but  the  strong  declension  and  conjuga- 
tion are  more  prominent  and  marked  in  the  articulation  of  the  former,  and  the 
letter-change  often  extends  to  more  than  one  syllable,  thus :  nom  sing,  har- 
pari,  a  harper,  becomes  hOrpurum  in  the  dative  plural;  nom.  sing, 
■msc.  aunarr,  other,  OBrum  in  the  dative  singular. 
21 
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draw  the  attention  especially  to  the  yowels,  the  seizing  of  which 
was  essential  to  the  comprehension  of  propositions  where  words 
BO  inflected  occurred,  and  the  ear  would  consequently  be  rendered 
more  acutely  sensible  to  vowel-sounds,  and  would  ascribe  to  them 
a  greater  relative  weight  in  orthoepy  than  belongs  to  them  in 
other  tongues,  which,  though  the  numerical  proportions  of  their 
vowels  and  consonants  may  be  the  same  as  in  the  Gothic  lan- 
guages, are  inflected  by  augmentation.  Hence,  the  vowels  might 
readily  become  metri^  constituents  of  a  character  not  less  im- 
portant than  that  which  they  possessed  in  the  classic  metres,  and 
occupy  as  conspicuous  a  place  in  the  prosody,  as  in  the  granmiar 
of  the  language. 

It  was  natural  that  an  element  of  articulation,  syntactically 
prominent,  and  just  frequent  enough  in  its  occurrence  to  be 
agreeable  and  not  wearisome,  should  have  suggested  itself  as  a 
convenient  prosodical  resource ;  and  it  is  a  proof  of  the  general 
truth  of  the  doctrine  I  have  advanced  concerning  the  natural  re- 
lation between  inflections  and  prosody,  that  the  few  inflectional 
vowel-changes  of  the  Greeks,  such  as  the  temporal  augment,  or 
the  substitution  of  a  prosodically  long  for  a  prosodically  short 
vowel,  as  tf  for  e ,  oo  for  o,  should  have  fallen  in  with  their  metrical 
system,  just  as  strong  inflections  did  with  that  of  the  Scandinavian. 

I  spoke  of  half-rhyme  as  the  con/verse  of  alliteration.  The  lit- 
erature of  the  Spanish  Peninsula  presents  us  with  the  reverse  of 
half -rhyme.  I  refer  to  dsecnomce^  an  element  of  a  much  more 
subtle  and  ethereal  character  than  any  constituent  of  prosody 
which  we  have  hitherto  considered.  Assonance  consists  in  using 
the  same  vowel  with  diflerent  consonants.  Thus,  nice  and  rrdgkt^ 
war  aadfaUy  mate  and  shape,  fed  and  needy  are  instances  of  as- 
sonance. This  imperfect  rhyme  may  be  said  to  be  peculiar  to 
the  versification  of  Spain  and  Portugal,  though  it  has  been  em- 
ployed in  Germany  by  Frederick  Scilegel  in  his  tragedy.  Alar- 
cos,  by  Apel  in  his  Spectrebook,  and  by  others  in  translations 
from  Calderon  and  other  Spanish  poets.  The  rule  of  assonance, 
disr^arding  certain  exceptions  not  necessary  here  to  be  particu- 
larized, requires  the  repetition  of  the  same  vowels  in  the  assonant 
words,  from  the  last  accented  vowel  inclusive.  Thus,  man  and 
hat^  nation  and  traitor,  penitent  and  reticence,  are  assonant  couples 
of  words  of  one,  two,  and  three  syllables,  respectively. 
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To  an  unpracticed  ear  assonance  is  scarcely  perceptible,  and  it 
is  the  more  obsonre  because  it  is  generally  introduced  only  in 
alternate  verses,  or  the  second  of  each  couplet,  the  first  lines  of 
the  successive  couplets  having  neither  rhyme  nor  any  other  cor- 
respondence of  sound.  In  the  following  specimen,  in  order  to 
render  the  assonance  more  conspicuous,  it  is  employed  in  the  first 
three  lines  of  each  stanza,  the  fourth  being  left  blank,  and  it  is 
made  monosyllabic,  instead  of  ending  the  line  with  a  trochee  as 
is  usual  in  Spanish  verse : 

Let  me  choose,  and  I  will  dwell 
Where  the  sea,  with  sounding  tread 
Climbeth,  tUl  his  feathery  erett 
Brush  the  mountain's  feet 

• 

Let  me  choose,  and  on  such  thore 
Will  I  plant  my  lowly  home, 
Where  the  uni^sting  billows  roU 
OlifEs  eternal  near. 

There,  beneath  transparent  tJUee, 
Where  the  vine  and  olive  thriee, 
Where  the  golden  orange  emilee  ■ 
Listening  to  the  wave. 

There  how  gladly  would  I  eieep. 
Ocean's  music  in  mine  ear. 
Through  the  night  of  time,  not  fed. 
Weary  till  the  day.* 


*  By  way  of  more  exactly  illustrating  the  Spanish  assonance,  I  give  a  trans* 
latlon  of  a  few  stanzas  of  a  wcU-known  Spanish  ballad,  in  which  the  prind 
pal  conrespondenoe  falls  on  the  penultimate  syllable  of  the  verse : 

Passing  was  the  Moorish  monarch 
Through  the  city  of  Qranoda, 
From  the  portal  of  Elvira 
To  the  gate  of  Bivarambla. 
Woe  is  me,  Alhama  1 

Letters  came  to  say,  Alhama 
By  Uie  Christians  now  was  h^ldeiu 
On  the  ground  he  flung  the  letters. 
Blew  the  messenger  that  bore  them. 
Wo:  is  me,  Alhama  1 

Straightway  from  his  mule  alighting 
Then  he  leaps  upon  his  charger. 
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In  a  former  lecture,  I  noticed  the  large  proportion  of  Romance 
words  which  Mrs.  Browning  employs  in  her  double  rhymes. 
Mrs.  Browning  always  prefers  the  Saxon  word  where  choice  is 
possible,  and  I  ascribe  to  this  preference  her  employment  of  as- 
sonant or  Yowel-rhymes,  to  an  extent  that  a  more  timid  poet 
would  scarcely  venture  upon. 

Of  about  fifty  couples  of  double  rhymes  in  The  Dead  Pan,  a 
dozen  pair  are  assonants,  as,  know  JtotjIj  snowstorm;  horiest, 
admonialU;  Mence^  ialcbnds ;  gtory^  evermore  thee;  tron^  in- 
spiring. In  the  Mournful  Mother  we  find  show  him^flovying  ; 
hehold  not^  folded;  glory ^  before  thee;  psalm  now ^ palm  hough; 
and  in  the  Lost  Bower,  adva/nces^  hram/ihes  ;  prized  /,  unadvised 
by ;  corns  therey  summer;  mine  he j pine  tree;  for  msj  door-way. 
These  are  not  all  Saxon  words,  it  is  true,  but  in  most  instahces 
one,  if  not  both,  of  the  corresponding  words  is  native,  and  the 
admission  of  assonance  in  these  would  render  the  ear  more  in- 
dulgent in  rhymes  of  foreign  extraction.  The  example  of  so 
high  a  poetic  authority,  in  introducing  assonance  as  a  license, 
might  well  justify  systematic  experiment  upon  its  regular  em- 
ployment 

German  literature  presents  instances  of  what  has  been  called 
amiomination,  a  word  certainly  not  very  expressive  of  the  char- 
acter  of  the  thing  designated.  Annomination  consists  in  op- 
posing to  each  other,  at  emphatic  points  in  the  verse  or  period, 
words  of  similar  sound  but  different  signification  or  use,  as  in 
this  example  from  Tieck  : 

Wenn  ich  8 1  i  1 1  die  Augen  lenke, 
Auf  die  abendliche  S  t  i  1 1  e , 
TJnd  nur  d  e  n  k  e  dass  ich  d  e  n  k  e, 

Up  the  Zacatin  he  eallops. 
Comes  in  haste  to  me  Alhcnnbray 
Woe  ia  me,  Alhama  I 

Having  entered  the  AUiambra, 
On  the  instant  gave  he  orders 
That  the  trumpet  should  be  sounded. 
And  the  silver-throated  comets. 
Woe  is  me,  Alhama  1 

In  the  original,  the  same  assonant  vowel,  a,  is  continued  through  the  entin 
poem,  but  this,  though  very  common,  is  not  obligatory,  and  the  vowel  is 
varied  in  different  stanzas  of  the  translation. 
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Will  nicht  rulien  mir  der  Will^ 
Bis  ich  sie  in  R  u  h  e  senke. 

Twilight  iUUneBa  when  I  drink. 
And  myself  am  gassing  $tiU, 
Thinkiag  onlj  that  I  Mnk, 
Then  fioitt  nerer  red  mj  loiU 
Till  to  retll  bid  it  rink. 

If  the  English  lines  happen  to  remind  the  reader  of  Pope's 
Yerses  by  a  Person  of  Qoality,  he  may  be  assured  that  the  in- 
sipidity  is  not  the  f  axQt  of  the  translator.  Sidney  has  indulged, 
in  this  conceit,  in  what  Landor  calls  the  best  of  his  poems,  the 
eighth  song  in  Astrophel  and  Stella : 

Now  be  tUU,  yet  iM  belieye  me ; 

and  elsewhere  he  says : 

A  plaining  aong  pkUne-iAngtDg  Yoyce  requires. 

Spenser,  too,  in  the  Shepheards  Calendar,  JanuariOi  has  these 
couplets : 

I  love  thllke  Lcuse,  (cUaaf  why  do  I  loYe  f) 
And  am  foiiame,  (alas  1  why  am  I  lamef) 

And  thou,  unluckie  Mtue,  that  wontst  to  ease 
My  muting  minde,  yet  canst  not  when  thou  diould. 

And  in  Mother  Hubberds  Tale : 

Nor  ordinance  so  needful,  but  that  hee 
Would  violate,  though  not  with  violence. 

A  still  better  example  occurs  in  the  Author's  Induction  to  the 
Mirror  for  Magistrates,  Haslewood's  edition  I.  15 : 

And  leavee  began  to  leave  the  shady  tree.* 

*  Some  of  these  examples  remind  us  of  a  fbrm  of  Icelandic  Terse,  seyeral 
varieties  of  which  are  described  in  the  H&ttatal  of  Snorri,  under  the  name  of 
refhvOrf.  Its  peculiarity  consists  in  the  introduction  of  pairs  of  words 
opporite  in  meaning,  such  as  hot,  cold ;  fire,  water ;  earth,  air ;  attack,  defend, 
Ac,  In  the  most  x>erfect  examples,  the  words  are  alike  in  accent  and  number 
of  syllables,  and  they  should  occur  in  the  same  line,  but  this,  of  course,  would 
be  practicable  only  to  a  very  limited  extent  Snorri  gives  a  strophe  of  eight 
lines,  composed  wholly  of  such  disparate  couples,  but  in  most  of  the  varietiei 
he  describes,  much  greater  license  is  allowed.    H&ttatal,  c.  98-99. 
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Hardly  to  be  distingaished  from  annomination  is  the  euphuism 
of  Queen  Elizabeth's  age,  which  Scott's  character  of  Sir  Perde 
Shafton  has  made  familiar  to  modem  readers.  Scott  has  rather 
caricatured  the  style  of  Lilly,  from  whose  principal  work  this  pe- 
cnHarity  of  expression  derives  its  name,  and  Shafton  is  more 
enphoistic  than  Lilly,  the  great  enphuist  himself.  Sir  Philip  Sid- 
ney uses  it  as  frequently,  perhaps,  as  any  other  writer.  Such 
phrases  as  these  are  of  constant  occurrence  in  his  prose  works : 

"  Remembrance  still  forced  our  thoughts  to  worko  upon  this  place  where 
we  loH  (alas  that  the  word  Uut  should  so  long  Uutf)  did  grace  our  eyes  upon 
her  ever  flourishing  beauty." 

"  Blessed  be  thou,  Urania,  the  »weeUitfaime$9e,  and  the  f€iire$t  tweeinum," 

Spenser  seldom  indulges  in  this  fashion  of  his  time,  but  has  oc- 
casionally a  euphuistic  line,  as  these  from  the  Shepheards  Cal- 
endar: 

With  mauTTking  pyne  I ;  jou  with  pyning  moume. 

The  sovereigne  of  tecu  he  blames  in  vaine. 
That,  once  Mo-beate,  will  to  iea  againe. 

The  style  of  Fuller  is  marked  by  the  frequent  recurrence  of 
euphuistic  expressions,  but  the  exuberance  of  wit  and  humor, 
which  overflows  even  the  gravest  works  of  a  writer,  whose  amaz- 
ing affluence  of  thought  and  imagination  makes  him  one  of  the 
most  valuable  as  well  as  entertaining  of  our  old  authors,  leads  us 
often  to  suspect  a  smile  under  the  fanciful  rhetoric  of  his  most 
serious  exhortations. 

It  is  to  the  comparative  rarity  of  similar  sounds,  which  in  lan- 
guages with  terminal  inflections  are  forced  upon  the  ear  to  satiety^ 
that  we  are  to  ascribe  the  love  of  every  species  of  consonance, 
which  at  one  time  or  another  has  marked  the  literature  of  all  the 
nations  of  Northern  Europe.  The  passion  for  alliteration  and 
rhyme  is  common  to  the  Germans,  the  Scandinavians,  and  the 
Anglican  family,  and  the  French  are  scarcely  less  fond  than  our- 
selves of  puns,  charades,  and  conundrums ;  while  in  Italy,  where 
the  inflections  are  much  more  numerous,  no  species  of  verbal  wit 
is  so  much  in  vogue.  The  sermons  of  Abraham  a  Santa  Clara  are 
remarkable  for  their  incessant  use  of  alliteration,  assonance,  and 
consonance,  and  though  of  a  later  date  than  the  events  which 


Lbct.  xxy.J  bObGBB'S  LSNOBB.  487 


form  the  subject  of  Schiller's  great  drama,  are  said  to  have  served 
as  the  model  for  the  Capuchin  sermon  in  WallensteinV  Lager,  of 
which  a  yerj  f elidtous  translation  will  be  found  in  an  early  num- 
ber of  the  Foreign  Heview, 

The  employment  of  imitative  words,  measures,  and  cadences, 
in  poetry,  naturally  connects  itself  with  the  subject  we  are  con- 
sidering. The  ancient  writers  present  many  supposed  examples 
of  this  ornament  and  adjunct  to  expression,  but  our  great  igno- 
rance of  the  pronunciation  of  the  classic  languages,  especially  the 
Greek,  exposes  us  to  much  risk  of  error  in  pronouncing  on  the 
resemblance  between  the  sound  and  the  sense.  I  cannot  discuss 
this  branch  of  the  subject  on  the  present  occasion,  and  I  shall  con- 
fine myself  to  the  use  of  purely  imitative  words.  The^employment 
of  these  in  modem  literature  has  generally  been  restricted  to  pop- 
ular and  romantic  poetry,  and  in  this  they  have  been  introduced 
with  great  success.  The  best  examples  I  can  call  to  mind  are 
Burger's  Lenore,  and  the  very  fine  translation  of  it  by  Taylor. 
In  neither  of  these  is  the  imitation  overcharged,  or  carried  beyond 
what  we  might  expect  to  hear  in  a  simple,  but  spirited  and  pic- 
turesque oral  narrative  of  the  scenes  described  in  the  poem.  The 
translation  does  not  in  all  points  come  up  to  the  felicity  of  the 
original,  but  in  some  passages  it  surpasses  it.    Thus : 

Bhe  herde  a  knight  with  clank  alight, 
And  cUmbe  the  stair  with  speed, 

is  very  good,  but 

And  soon  she  heard  a  tinkling  hand 
That  twirled  at  the  pin, 

is  quite  inferior  to  the 

Oanz  lose,  leise,  klinglingling, 

of  the  original,  while 

He  cracked  his  whyppe ;  the  .ocks,  the  bolts, 
Oling-Kslang  asunder  flew, 

is  not  inferior  to  Burger's  very  best  lines.  In  fact,  both  poema 
are  examples  of  remarkable  skill  in  the  use  of  mere  sound  as  an 
accompaniment  and  intensive  of  sense.    I  know,  however,  in  the 
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whole  range  of  imitative  verse,  no  line  superior,  perhaps  I  ahonld 
say  none  equal,  to  that  in  Wild's  celebrated  nameless  poem : 

Yet  as  if  grieving  to  efCace 

All  Testige  of  the  human  race. 

On  thai  lone  fhore  loud  moan$  iho  iM. 

Here  the  employment  of  monosyllables,  of  long  vowels  and  of 
liquids,  without  harsh  consonantal  sounds,  together  with  the  sig- 
nificance of  the  words  themselves,  gives  to  the  verse  a  force  of 
expression  seldom  if  ever  surpassed. 

The  present  literature  of  most  European  nations,  certainly  of 
the  English  and  the  Anglo-American  people,  exhibits  abundant 
tokens  of  a  satiety  of  hackneyed  rhymes  and  stereotyped  forms, 
and  it  is  a  question  of  much  practical  interest,  how  far  it  is  pos- 
sible to  find  available  substitutes  or  equivalents  for  them.  It  is 
certainly  desirable  that  some  check  shoxQd  be  put  upon  the  pro- 
pensity to  rebel  against  all  the  restraints,  and  to  overleap  all  the 
metrical  canons  of  modem  poetry,  but  it  is  imposrible  to  deter- 
mine beforehand  whether  the  substitution  of  assonance  and  half- 
rhyme  would  be  allowable  or  advantageous.  We  do  not  now 
readily  seize  so  vague  resemblances  of  sound,  but  it  seems  not 
improbable  that  our  ear  might  be  trained  to  perceive  and  enjoy 
them,  and  in  our  weariness  of  familiar  forms,  the  experiment  ii 
certainly  worth  trying. 


LEOTUEE   ZXVI. 

STNOimCS  AND  icurmcifTBMS. 

Webster's  definition  of  synonym  is  as  follows :  ^^  A  nonn  or 
other  word  haying  the  same  signification  as  another  is  its  syno- 
nym. Two  words  containing  the  same  idea  are  eynonyms.^^  If 
this  be  a  true  definition,  the  French  cheval  and  the  English  Jiorse 
are  synonyms  of  each  other,  because  the  one  has  ^^  the  same  sig- 
nification "  as  the  other.  Again,  the  verb  to  feoMTy  the  noun 
fem*^  the  adjectives  fea/rfvl  and  fea/rless^  and  the  adverb  fea/r^ 
fvUy  are  synonyms,  each  of  all  the  others,  because  they  all  '^  con- 
tain the  same  idea."  The  definition  is  manifestly  erroneous  in 
both  its  parts.  C h e  v al  and  Jiorae  are  reciprocally  tramUUiona^ 
not  synonyms^  of  each  other ;  and  as  to  the  other  example  I  have 
cited,  it  is  a  violation  of  the  established  use  of  the  word  to  apply 
the  term  synonym  to  words  of  different  grammatical  classes,  for 
synonyms  are  necessarily  convertible,  which  different  parts  of 
speech  cannot  be.  Synonym^  in  the  singular  number,  hardly  admits 
of  an  independent  definition,  for  the  notion  of  synonymy  implies 
two  correlative  words,  and  therefore,  though  there  are  synonymsy 
there  is  in  strictness  no  such  thing  as  a  synon/ynhy  absolutely  taken. 
Properly  defined,  synonyms  are  words  of  the  same  language  and 
the  same  grammatical  class,  identical  in  meaning ;  or,  more  gen- 
erally, synonyms  are  words  of  the  same  language  which  are  the 
precise  equivalents  of  each  other.  And  if  a  definition  of  the 
word  in  the  singular  be  insisted  on,  we  may  say  that  a  noun  or 
other  part  of  speech,  identical  in  meaning  with  another  word  of 
the  same  language  and  the  same  grammatical  class,  is  the  syno- 
nym of  that  word ;  or,  less  specifically,  a  synonym  is  a  word 
identical  in  meaning  with  another  word  of  the  same  language 
and  the  same  grammatical  class.  But  though  this  is  the  proper 
definition  of  true  synonyms,  it  is  by  no  means  the  onlinary  use 
21*  (489) 
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of  the  term,  which  is  generally  applied  to  words  not  identical^ 
bnt  similar,  in  meaning.  Both  in  popular  literary  acceptation, 
and  as  employed  in  special  dictionaries  of  snch  words,  synonyms 
are  words  sufficiently  alike  in  general  signification  to  be  liable  to 
be  confounded,  but  yet  so  different  in  special  definition  as  to  re- 
quire to  be  distinguished. 

It  has  been  denied  that  synonyms  have  any  real  existence  in 
human  speech,  and  critical  writers  have  affinned,  that  between 
two  words  of  similar  general  signification  some  shade  of  differ- 
ence in  meaning  is  always  discernible.  Persons  who  think,  and 
therefore  speak,  accurately,  do  indeed  seldom  use  any  two  words 
in  precisely  the  same  sense,  and  with  respect  to  words  which  do 
not  admit  of  rigorously  scientific  definition  as  terms  of  art,  and 
which  are  neither  names  of  sensuous  objects  nor  expressive  of 
those  primary  ideas  which  are  essential  to,  if  not  constitutive  of, 
the  moral  and  intellectual  nature  of  man,  it  is  almost  equally  true 
that  no  two  persons  use  any  one  word  in  exactly  the  same  signifi- 
cation. Every  man's  conception  of  the  true  meaning  of  words  is 
modified,  both  in  kind  and  in  degree,  by  the  idiosyncrasies  of  his 
mental  constitution.  Language,  as  a  medium  of  thought  and  an 
instrument  for  the  expression  of  thought,  is  subjective,  not  abso- 
lute. We  mould  words  into  conformity  with  the  organization  of 
our  inner  man ;  and  though  different  persons  might,  under  the 
same  circumstances,  use  the  same  words,  and  even  define  them  in 
the  same  terms,  yet  the  ideas  represented  by  those  words  are  more 
or  less  differenced  by  the  mental  characters  and  conditions  of 
those  who  employ  them.  Hence,  with  the  exceptions  already 
made,  all  determinations  of  coincidence  in,  and  distinction  be- 
tween, the  meanings  of  words,  are  approximate  only,  and  there 
is  always  an  uncertain  quantity  which  cannot  be  eliminated. 

Besides  this  inherent  difficulty  common  to  all  languages,  there 
is  the  further  fact,  that  in  tongues  of  considerable  territorial  ex- 
tension, there  are  often  local  differences  of  usage ;  so  that  of  two 
words  of  like  meaning,  one  will  be  exclusively  employed  in  one 
district,  the  other  in  another,  to  express  precisely  the  same  idea. 

Again,  the  unpleasant  effect  of  constant  repetition  often  obliges 
both  speakers  and  writers  to  employ  different  words  for  the  same 
purpose.*    For  instance,  in  this  course  of  lectures,  I  must,  to 

♦  With  foreigners,  the  emplojrment  of  words  or  phrases  not  prodsdy  ex 
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vary  the  phrase  and  avoid  wearifiome  iteration  of  the  same  word, 
nse  Icmguage^  tongue^  ^peech^  wcrdB^  dioieot^  icUom^  disoouraey 
vocabuUmf^  nommdabwre^  phraseology j  often,  indeed,  in  differ- 
ent acceptationB,  bnt  frequently  to  oonvej  the  same  thought* 
For  the  same  reason,  one  word  is  often  fignratiyely  used  as  an 
equivalent  of  another  very  different  in  its  proper  signification. 
Thus  the  wealthy  English  man  employs  gotd^  the  less  affluent  and 
commercial  French  man  sQ/oer^  and  the  still  poorer  old  Soman 
hrassj  as  synonyms  of  money. 

There  are,  moreover,  words  not  distinguishable  in  definition, 
but  employed  under  different  circumstances.  Of  this  character 
are  many  words  which  occur  only  in  the  poetic  dialect,  and 
in  the  ambitious  style  of  writing  called  ^  sensation '  prose.  These 
in  some  languages,  as  in  Icelandic  for  example,  are  so  numerous 
as  to  make  the  poetic  and  the  prose  vocabularies  very  widely  dii»- 
tinct  Of  this  class  are  Uadey  hrcmdy  and  falchion^  for  sword; 
dame^  darned^  maiden^  for  womcm  or  gi/rl;  eteed^  oonreery  cka/rgeTj 

pressing  the  idea  they  wish  to  convey,  often  arises  from  the  difficulty  of  call- 
ing up  on  the  instant  the  exact  formula  they  are  in  search  of,  and,  conse- 
quently, they  are  forced  to  content  themselves  with  some  very  inadequate 
equivalent  Many  years  since,  a  foreign  lady,  who  had  never  b^ore  been  in 
a  country  where  English  was  vernacular,  spent  some  days  in  my  family  imme- 
diately after  her  arrival  in  the  United  States.  I  found  her  English  remarkably 
good,  and  complimented  her  ready  command  of  the  language.  "Ah  1"  re- 
plied she,  "  you  think  I  speak  it  well  because  I  use  it  fluently  and  grammati- 
cally ;  but,  after  all,  I  assure  you,  I  can  never  say  in  English  preoisdy  what  1 


mean," 


Another  difficulty  in  ezpresshig  one's  self  6orrectly  in  a  foreign  tongue  arises 
from  the  fact  that  a  word  or  phrase  derived  from  a  common  source  and  liter- 
ally translatable  into  another  speech,  may  convey,  when  so  translated,  a  total- 
ly different  idea  from  that  intended.  For  instance,  we  say  in  English  that  a 
man  is  housed  when  he  has  a  comfortable  habitation,  or,  colloquially,  when  he 
is  temporarily  oonfljied  to  the  house.  Were  we  to  attempt  to  translate  this  idea 
literally  into  Italian  or  Spanish,  and  say  that  a  man  was  ea$ato  or  eaeado,  we 
should  convey  a  very  different  notion — namely,  that  he  was  married.  In 
French  the  sense  might  be  still  different :  La  plus  belle  rue  que  je  croy  qui 
8oit  en  tout  le  monde,  est  la  mieuz  maiionrUe, — ^P.  de  Comines :  diap.  xviii., 
p.  1404. 

Then  again,  a  word  may  have  become  vulgar  in  one  language  while  it  re- 
tains its  dignity  in  another,  as  for  instance  while  we  may  still  say  to  ape,  with 
the  Italian  (eeimiotinre)  we  hesitate  somewhat  to  follow  him  witti  to  hound,  to 
dog,  (aeeannare,  aeeaneggiare,)  both  which  words  are  freely  used  in  Italy  in 
the  most  refined  conversation. 
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palfrey^  for  Juyrse;  and  there  are  also,  in  mofit  langnages,  man^ 
words  peculiar  tD  (lie  sacred  style  or  language  of  religion,  bnt  still 
having  exact  equivalents,  the  use  of  which  is  restricted  to  secoltf 
purposes.  In  general,  words  consecrated  to  religious  and  poeti- 
cal uses,  are  either  native  terms,  which  in  the  speech  of  common 
life  have  been  supplanted  by  alien  ones,  or  they  belong  to  foreign 
tongues,  and  have  been  introduced  with  foreign  forms  of  poetical 
composition  or  with  foreign  religious  instruction. 

Nations  much  inclined  to  the  figurative  or  metaphorical  style, 
have  usually  numerous  words  synonymous  in  their  use  though 
etymologically  of  different  signification.  Thus,  the  Arabic  has  a 
large  number  of  names  for  the  lion,  and  not  fewer  for  the  sword. 
The  figurative  dialect  of  the  Icelanders  is  also  extremely  rich. 
Snorro's  Edda  enumerates  an  hundred  and  fifty  synonyms  for 
^  sword,'  and  a  proportionate  number  for  almost  every  other  ob- 
ject which  could  be  important  in  the  poetic  vocabulary.  In  such 
a  profuse  nomenclature  as  that  of  the  Arabic  and  the  Icelandic,  a 
large  proportion  of  the  words  were  originally  descriptive  epithets, 
drawn  from  some  quality  or  use  of  the  object  to  which  they  are 
applied,  and  at  other  times  they  are  taken  from  some  incident  in 
the  popular  mythology  of  the  countries  where  they  are  employed. 
Our  own  hrcmdj  which  occurs  also  in  Icelandic  and  Norman 
French  poetry  as  a  name  of  the  sword,  is  probably  from  the  root 
of  to  huruy  and  refers  to  the  flaming  appearance  of  a  well-polished 
blade.  Other  names  are  derived  from  the  cutting  properties  of 
the  edge,  from  the  form  of  the  blade,  from  the  metal  of  which  it 
was  forged,  and  so  of  all  its  material  qualities.  These,  of  course, 
once  conveyed  distinct  meanings,  but  in  many  instances  the  ety- 
mology, tliough  known  to  the  learned,  was  popularly  forgotten, 
and  thus  these  different  words  came  at  last  to  be,  in  common  use, 
exact  equi\  alents  the  one  of  the  other. 

In  composite  languages  like  the  English,  there  often  occur 
words  derived  from  different  sources,  which,  though  distinguished 
in  use,  are  absolutely  synonymous  in  meaning.  For  example,  we 
have  globe  from  the  Latin,  sphere  from  the  Greek.  The  one  is 
fairly  translated  by  the  other,  and  they  are  identical  in  significar 
tion,  inasmuch  as  all  that  can  be  truly  afiSrmed  of  the  one  is  true 
also  of  the  other ;  but  they  differ  in  use,  and  therefore  we  cannot 
always  employ  them  interchangeably,  sphere  belonging  rather  to 


Lect.  XXVI.]  EUPHEMISM.  493 

scientific  and  poetical,  globe  to  popular  language.  Allied  to  botb 
these,  and  often  confounded  with,  or  substituted  for  them,  is  arJ, 
from  the  Latin  o  r  b  i  s .  This  word  originally  signified  a  circle, 
then  a  flat  object  limited  by  a  circular  boundary,  and  it  was  ap- 
plied  both  to  the  fellies  of  wheels  and  to  wheels  cut  out  of  solid 
timber  without  spokes,  as  they  often  are  at  this  day  in  the  East. 
Then  it  was  transferred  to  the  sun  and  moon,  which  present  to 
the  eye  a  plane  surface  bounded  by  a  circle,  or  what  we  generally 
call  a  disc,  from  the  Greek  and  Latin  discus,  a  quoit,  whence 
also  possibly  our  word  dA%h^  and  even  the  German  T  i  s  c  h ,  or 
table,  from  general  resemblance  of  form.  But  when  it  was  dis- 
covered that  the  sun  and  moon  were  not  discs,  but  spheres,  the 
word  orb  assumed  the  meaning  of  gldbe^  and  afterwards  was  ex- 
tended in  signification  so  as  to  embrace  the  hollow  spheres  of  an- 
cient astronomy.  At  present,  though  not  susceptible  of  rigor- 
ously exact  definition,  orb  is  not  distinguishable  in  sense  from 
either  globe  or  sphere,  though  its  use  is  chiefiy  confined  to  poeti- 
cal composition.  We  have,  then,  a  group  of  liiree  words,  sphere^ 
globe^  orhj  properly  synonymous,  and  we  may  add  to  them  the 
word  haUj  as  differing  from  the  others  only  in  being  more  loosely 
employed.* 

Out  of  difference  of  use  with  identity  of  signification  grows 
what  is  caUed  euphemism  in  knguage,  or  the  substitution  of  re- 
fined or  inoffensive  words  for  gross  or  irritating  ones,  to  convey 
precisely  the  same  idea.  It  is  difficxQt  to  understand  how,  of  two 
words  or  phrases  precisely  alike  in  meaning,  one  may  be  freely 
used  under  circumstances  where  the  employment  of  the  other 
would  be  considered  a  flagrant  violation  of  the  laws  of  decorum ;  f 

*  It  is  remarkable  that  not  one  of  these  words  belongs  to  the  Gk)thic  family 
of  languages,  and,  in  fact,  we  have  borrowed  almost  all  our  terms  precisely 
descriptive  otform  from  Romance  sources.  Bound,  sqitare,  circle,  cube,  angle, 
Une,  turface,  curve,  all  these  are  of  Latin  etymology,  and  our  claim  even  to 
strctight  and  flat,  as  native  words,  is  matter  of  dispute.  Source  (from  L.  turgena, 
through  O.  F.  9orB^  and  spring  (from  A.  8.  apringan)  are  generally  used  as 
synonyms,  though  in  some  cases  we  should  employ  the  one  where  we  would 
not  use  the  other.  A  fertile  eouree,  though  a  very  common  phrase,  is  certain- 
ly a  false  metaphor ;  a  fertile  spring  is  more  picturesque,  but,  unhappily,  it  is 
equivood. 

f  Plutarch  (see  Davanzati,  vol.  1,  Pref .  xzxili.)  says  that  the  people  of 
PaJlene  would  not  use  the  cry  oKdere  Xeo  I  after  Aecjf  had  betrayed  them.  The 
Sienese  said  habitually  cheUo  (quello)  for  nine,  from  hatred  to  the  tyrannical 
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bnt  it  is  probably  to  be  explained  partly  on  the  principle  of  bbso- 
iuation,  which  makes  repnlsiye  images  doubly  offensive,  when 
they  are  suggested  by  words  habitually  employed  by  the  vulgar 
and  the  vile,  and  strips  them  of  half  their  grossness,  when  they 
are  recalled  by  terms  which  have  not  yet  been  incorporated  into 
the  dialect  of  social  debasement  and  of  vice.  The  composite 
structure  of  English,  giving  us  a  double  vocabulary,  has  supplied 
us  with  a  larger  stock  of  relatively  euphemistic  and  vulgar  ex- 
pressions than  most  languages  possess,  and  it  will  generally  be 
found  that  the  Latin  and  French  elements  have  furnished  the 
words  which  are  least  offensive,  probably  because  they  are  least 
familiar,  and  to  our  ears  least  expressive.  In  the  greater  or  less 
degree  of  that  familiarity  which,  as  the  old  proverb  says,  ^^  breeds 
contempt,"  we  find  the  true  explanation  of  the  different  impres- 
Bion  produced  by  vulgar  and  by  euphemistic  words  of  the  same 
meaning.  And  it  is  for  the  same  reason  that  coarseness  of 
thought  or  of  diction,  m  ike  Uterature  of  languages  in  which  we 
are  not  entirely  at  home,  is  a  less  repulsive,  and  therefore,  per- 
haps, a  more  dangerous  source  of  corruption.  The  frequent  and 
ostentatious  use  of  euphemistic  expressions,  however  disagreeable 
as  an  affectation — arising  as  often  from  a  conscious  grossness  of 
nund  only  made  more  conspicuous  by  its  awkward  efforts  to  con- 
ceal itself,  as  from  an  honest  fastidiousness — ^is,  notwithstanding, 
less  offensive  than  the  contrary  vice  (for  it  deserves  no  milder 
name)  of  clothing  the  sacredest  ideas,  and  communicating  the 
most  solemn  facts,  in  the  vocabulary  of  what,  for  want  of  a  fitter 
word,  we  are  obliged  to  designate  as  slang.  Narrative  and  dra- 
matic fiction  have  in  our  times  gone  great  lengths  in  the  employ- 
ment of  this  dialect,  and  certain  popular  writers  have  unfortu- 
nately succeeded  in  making  many  words  belonging  to  it  almost 
classical,  but  there  are  few  things  more  certainly  &tal  to  habits 
both  of  propriety  of  speech  and  of  delicacy  and  refinement  of 

magistracy  of  Monte  dei  Nofoe.  Yarchi,  toI.  1,  pp.  446-IM),  ed.  Firenze  1845 : 
According  to  the  unhappy  John  Davidson,  the  people  of  Morocco,  from  some 
superstition,  in  addressing  the  Sultan  always  said  8+2  instead  of  5.  Many 
tribes  of  the  American  Indians  coin  a  new  name  for  an  object,  when  a  mem- 
ber of  the  tribe  on  whom  the  original  name  of  that  object  has  been  bestowed 
happens  to  din  ;  ^  z^.,  if  a  chief  who  has  been  sumamed  "  The  Bear"  diet, 
that  animal  henceforth  receives  a  new  appellation. 
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thought,  than  indnlgence  in  so  reprehensible  a  practice.  Tme  it 
is^  the  source  of  growth  in  language  is  in  the  people,  but  this 
4B0urce,  unhappily,  is  not  a  ^^well  of  English  undefiled,"  and 
though  the  popular  mint  yet  strikes  some  coin  of  sterling  gold, 
the  majority  of  its  issues  are  of  a  baser  metaL 
,  There  is  another  large  class  of  words  which  are  used  indiffer- 
ently, not  because  they  express  precisely  the  same  ideas,  but  be< 
<»use  they  do  not  express  any  clearly  definable  ideas  at  alL  Such 
are  most  terms  of  abuse  and  yituperation,  which  generally  senre 
rather  to  convey  an  impression  of  the  speaker's  moral  status,  than 
a  distinct  notion  of  the  exact  character  and  degree  of  depravity 
he  imputes  to  the  subject  of  his  discourse.*  This  consideration 
suggests  the  duty,  or  at  least  the  expediency,  of  extreme  reserve 
in  the  use  of  words  which  give  the  hearer  to  understand,  not  that 
we  have  cause  to  believe  the  supposed  offender  to  be  guilty  of 
any  specific  violation  of  the  laws  of  God  or  man,  but  that  we  are 
ourselves  in  a  frame  of  mind  which  almost  necessarily  involves 

which  the  obligations  of  both  religion  and  society  require  us  to 
show  towards  our  fellow-man. 

De  Quincey  has  said,  and  Trench  quotes  and  approves  the  pa^ 
«ige,  that  ^^  all  languages  tend  to  dear  themselves  of  synonyms 
as  intellectual  cxQture  advances — ^the  superfluous  words  being  taken 
up  and  appropriated  by  new  shades  and  combinations  of  thought 
evolved  in  the  progress  of  society."  De  Quincey  is  here  speak- 
ing of  words  strictly  synonymous,  not  of  those  generally  called 
synonyms,  but  which  are  distinguishable  both  in  meaning  and  in 
use.  The  remark  might  have  been  made  more  comprehensive, 
with  equal  truth,  for  there  is  a  manifest  inclination  in  modem 
lauguages  to  clear  themselves  not  only  of  synonyms,  but  of  all 

*  See  Paul  Louis  Courier,  Seconds  Lettre  PartieuUh'e.  H  m'sij>pelie  Jacobin, 
rSvolutumriaire,  plagiaire,  voUur,  empoUonnour,  favuaire,  pestffSrS,  ou  petti- 
fire,  enragS,  impoiteur,  ealomnicUeur,  libelUete,  homme  horrible,  ordurier, 
grimader,  chiffonrUer,  ♦  ♦  ♦  Je  vois  ce  qu'il  veut  dire ;  il  entend  que  lui  et 
moi  sommes  d'avis  different  And  again  elsewhere :  Un  homme  yous  aocuae 
d'ayoir  tu6  p^re  et  mdre,  on  sait  ce  que  ceUl  vent  dire.  C'est  qu'il  ne  voua 
aime  pas. 

Vague  terms  of  abuse,  as  teoundrd,  raeeal,  rogue,  tiUain,  have  no  feminine 
form  or  applicabfll^.  The  derogatory  epithets  bestowed  on  women  are 
specific 
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superflaonfi  niceties  of  expression,  and  to  this  tendency  we  may  in 
part  ascribe  the  rejection  of  inflections  in  grammar,  in  cases  where 
the  meaning  is  soffidently  plain  without  them. 

There  is  an  example  of  the  rejection  of  a  needless  subtlety  in 
the  case  of  our  affirmative  particles,  yea  and  yeSy  nay  and  no^ 
which  were  formerly  distinguished  in  use,  as  the  two  affirmatives 
still  are  in  our  sister-tongues,  the  Danish  and  Swedish.  The  dis- 
tinction was  that  yea  and  nay  were  answers  to  questions  framed 
in  the  affi/rmatvm;  as.  Will  he  go !  Yea,  or  Nay.  But  if  the 
question  was  framed  in  the  nega^wej  Will  he  not  go  t  the  answer 
was  YeSj  or  No.  In  Danish  and  Swedish  the  distinction  is  lim- 
ited to  the  affirmative  particles,  and  the  negative  form  shows  no 
trace  of  it  Thus  to  the  question  Will  he  go !  the  affirmative  an- 
swer is  c7a  /  to  the  question  Will  he  not  go  i  the  affirmative  an- 
swer is  Joj  while  N&i,  or  in  the  Swedish  orthography,  Nefy  is  the 
negative  answer  to  both.* 

*  Although  there  are  traces  of  these  disthictions  in  Anglo-Saxon,  I  find  no 
evidence  that  they  were  observed  in  Mceso-Gothic,  and  they  were  certainly 
unknown  in  Old-Northern,  though  modem  Icelandic  has  recently  borrowed 
from  the  Danish  the  particle  jo,  (]  ii ,)  as  the  affirmative  answer  to  a  negative 
question. 

In  MoB8o-Gk>thic,  there  are  two  forms  of  the  affirmative  {Mirticle.  In  Mat- 
thew, V.  87,  in  the  command,  **  But  let  your  communication  be.  Yea,  yea ; 
Kay,  nay";  Ulphilas  has  J  a,  ja,  Ne,  ne:  butinlfatth.  ix.  28,  Matth.  xi 
9,  John  xi.  27,  and  Luke  vii.  26,  where  the  query  is  in  the  affirmative  form, 
and  in  Mark  vii.  28,  where  the  particle  is  intensive  merely,  no  question  pre- 
ceding, j  ai  is  used.  The  only  form  of  the  negative  particle  no  found  in  Ul- 
philas is  n  e ,  (n  i  and  n  i  h ,  signifying,  not,  neither,  nor,)  but  in  the  existing 
remains  of  the  Moeso-Gothic  scriptures,  but  one  case,  John  xviii.  25,  occurs  of 
a  direct  affirmative  or  negative  reply  to  a  negative  question.  The  other  pas- 
sages of  the  Gospels  which  contain  such  forms,  as,  Matth.  xviii.  25,  and  John 
viii.  10,  are  wanting. 

In  the  Anglo-Saxon  Gospels,  John  xxi.  15,  16,  where  the  questions  are  put 
affirmatit>eHy,  the  answer  is  g  e  a ;  in  Matth.  xvii.  25,  to  a  negalite  question  the 
answer  is  gy  s e .  In  Luke  xii.  51,  xiii.  5,  to  afflrmaUve  questions,  the  negcUive 
answer  is  n  e ;  in  John  xxi.  5,  and  Matth.  xiii  29,  the  answer  is  n  e  s  e ;  in 
John  i.  21,  and  John  xviii.  17,  again  n  i  c .  In  John  viii.  10,  a  negcUive  ques- 
tion is  answered  negoUively  n&,  in  John  ix.  9,  nese :  and  in  Luke  xiii.  8,  an 
o^rma^M  question  is  answered  n^o^'f^y,  Ne,  secge  ic,  na,  two  forms 
being  employed.  In  Aelfric's  Homily  on  Pentecost  day,  (Homilies  of  Aelfrio 
i.  816,)  in  the  reply  of  Sapphira,  quoted  from  Acts  v.  8,  gea  is  the  affirmaUvi 
answer  to  an  afflrmaUve  question.  In  the  Saxon  chronicle.  An.  MLXYII., 
Ingram's  edition,  p.  267,  i  a  (g  ea)  is  the  reply  to  an  earnestly  repeated  request 
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These  distinctioiis  seem  to  be  refinements  belonging  to  the 
period  when  all  the  modem  European  languages  showed  a  living 
nistis  farmatimiSj  a  tendency  to  the  development  of  new  and 
original  forms.  The  etymological  ground  of  this  subtlety  has  not 
been  satisfactorily  made  out,  and  though  there  is  no  doubt  that  it 
originally  rested,  if  not  on  a  logical,  yet  at  least  on  a  grammatical 
foundation,  it  had,  at  the  earliest  period  to  which  we  can  trace  it 
back,  become  a  mere  verbal  nicety  wholly  independent  of  the 
point  of  view  from  which  the  question  was  regarded  by  the 
speaker,  and  therefore  addmg  nothing  to  the  force  or  deamess  of 
expression.  A  subtlety  like  this,  a  distinction  in  words  which 
suggests  no  difference  of  thought,  was  repugnant  to  the  linguistic 
sense  of  an  intellectual  and  at  the  same  time  practical  people,  and 
it  therefore  did  not  long  survive  the  general  diffusion  of  literary 
culture  among  the  English  nation.     It  may  be  doubted  whether 

In  Alfred's  Boethius,  c.  xvi  §  iv.,  and  in  c.  zxziv.  §  vl.  gys  e  is  the  (tfHrm- 
aUvee  answer  to  negaUte  questions  ;  and  in  six  cases  in  c.  xiv.  §  1,  zziy.  g  4, 
c.  zxvi  §1,0.  xxviL  §  2,  n  e  s  e ,  the  r^aUw  reply  to  affirmative  questions  ;: 
bat  in  c.  xxiy.  §  4,  n  e  s  e  answers  negatiwly  a  question  involving  a  negative^ 
In  Aelfrid  Colloquium,  Klipstein's  Analecta,  A.S.I.  pp.  197, 198,  and  208,  we- 
And  affirmative  questions  affirmatively  answered  by  g  e  a ,  but  on  p.  199,  ge  & 
is  used  for  the  same  purpose  with  a  question  put  negoiUveiy;  and  on  p.  202» 
n  i  c  occurs  as  the  negative  reply  to  an  affirmative  question. 

So  far  as  these  examples  go,  they,  with  a  single  exception,  tend  to  prove  that 
the  distinction  was  made  in  the  affirmative  particle,  but  they  show  some  vacil- 
lation in  the  use  of  the  negative.  1  have  examined  Alfred's  Orosius,  the  texts 
published  by  the  Aelf  ric  Society,  all  the  poems  in  Qrein's  Bibliothek  der  Angel- 
Sflchsischen  Poesie,  all  the  selections  in  Klipstein's  Analecta,  and  many  minor 
pieces,  besides  the  volumes  above  referred  to,  without  finding  any  other  ex- 
amples of  the  use  of  the  particles  as  replies  to  direct  questions,  though  there 
are  many  instances  of  the  emplojrment  of  both  as  intensives. 

Further  search  might  probably  lead  to  more  decisive  results,  but  the  diffi- 
culty of  investigating  such  points,  without  verbal  indexes  to  the  authors  con« 
suited,  Justifies  me  in  leaving  the  question  to  grammatical  inquirers.  It  may 
here  be  observed,  that  the  want  of  complete  verbal  indexes  to  our  classic  authors 
is  a  very  serious  inconvenience  in  English  philology.  Even  Cruden  often 
omits  the  minor  words  which,  in  purely  granmiatical  questions,  are  as  im- 
portant as  any.  Mrs.  Cowden  Clarke's  otherwise  very  valuable  Concordance 
to  Shakespeare  is  even  more  imperfect  in  this  respect ;  for  instance,  she  cites 
several  passages  where  sith  is  used,  but  since  is  not  a  word  of  reference  in  the 
Concordance,  which,  therefore,  does  not  furnish  the  means  of  ascertaining 
whether  Shakespeare,  like  his  contemporaries,  distinguished  between  these 
forms. 

Gil,  who  lived  in  Shakespeare's  age,  informs  us  that  90(m  had  lately  acquired 
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modem  scholars  would  have  detected  the  former  existence  of  this 
obsolete  nicety,  if  it  had  not  been  revealed  to  ns  bj  Sir  Thomas 
More's  criticism  npon  Tjndale  for  neglecting  it  in  his  translatioii 
of  the  New  Testament.  That  it  was  in  tmth  too  subtle  a  di^ 
tinction  for  practice  is  shown  by  Sir  Thomas  More  himself,  for 
he  misstates  the  role  when  condemning  Tyndale  for  the  violation 
of  it,  and  what  is  not  less  remarkable  is  the  fact^  that  Home 
Tooke,  Latham,  (Eng.  Lang.,  2d  ed.,  p.  528,)  and  Trench,  (Stady 
of  Words,  166,)  have  aU  referred  to  or  quoted  More's  observa- 
tions, without  appearing  to  have  noticed  the  discrepancy  between 
the  rule,  as  he  states  it,  and  his  exemplification  of  it  The  ques* 
tion  is  so  curious  in  itself,  and  More's  works  are  so  rare  in  this 
country,  that  I  shall  be  pardoned  for  quoting  the  whole  passage 
relating  to  it.  It  will  be  found  in  "  The  Confutacyon  of  Tyndales 
Aunswere  made  anno  1532,  by  Syr  Thomas  More,"  page  448  of 


a  peculiar  sense.  "QuikU  dtd,  a&ner  citior  aut  dtitiB,  titnegt  dtfssimiu  aut 
citissimd,  nam  »Un  hodie  apnd  plorimos  signiflcat  ad  primam  Wfp&ram,  olim, 
citO."  Log.  Ang.  2d  Ed.  p.  84.  Soon  Ib  not  in  Mrs.  Clarke's  Concordanoe, 
and  therefore  it  does  not  help  us  in  the  inquiry,  whether  Shakespeare  ever  gate 
this  meaning  to  that  adverb.  Is  mnm,  in  this  sense,  the  same  word,  or  of  an- 
other etymology  ?  Minshew,  under  soans,  refers  to  ecening.  In  the  Romaamt 
of  the  Rose,  y.  21-24,  we  find  this  passage : 

Within  my  twentie  yeare  of  age. 
When  that  love  taketh  his  corage 
Of  vounge  f  olke,  I  wente  aoons 
To  bed,  as  I  was  wont  to  doone. 

Here  $oon  evidently  means  early. 

The  following  examples  have  been  furnished  me  by  a  friend : 

Well  have  a  posset  f or't  soon  ai  night, 

M&rry  Wkei  of  W9nd$^,  L  4. 


Come  to  me  $oon  <U  night.  Rid,,  JL  %, 

Soon  at  five  o'dodt. 
Please  you,  I  will  meet  you  upon  the  mart 

Oomsdg  efBrron,  L  S. 

And  Boon  at  mpper  Ome  111  visit  you. 


But  as  you  make  your  aoon-at-nighf$  relation,  Ac. 

B.  JoNSON,  Iktoid  i$  an  Am,  L  1. 

In  all  these  oases,  $oon  has  the  same  meaning  as  in  that  dted  from  Ghauaer. 
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the  collected  edition  of  More's  works  printed  in  1557.  The  text 
criticized  is  John  i.  21,  as  translated  bj  Tyndale,  which  More 
quotes  as  follows:  ^^And  thei  asked  him,  what  then,  art  thou 
Helias?  And  he  sayd  I  am  not.  Arte  thon  a  prophete?  And 
he  annswered,  No." 

Upon  this  our  anthor  remarks : 

"  I  woulde  here  note  by  the  way,  that  Tyndal  here  trSslateth 
no  for  nay,  for  it  is  but  a  trifle  and  mistaking  of  ye  Englishe 
worde ;  sauing  that  ye  shoulde  see  yt  he  whych  in  two  so  plaine 
englishe  wordes,  and  so  conmien  as  is  naye  and  noy  can  not  tell 
when  he  should  take  the  tone  and  whe  the  tother,  is  not  for  trSa- 
lating  into  englishe  a  man  very  meete.  For  the  use  of  these  two 
wordes  in  aunswering  a  question  is  this.  iTo  aunswereth  the 
question  framed  by  the  affirmative.  As  for  ensample,  if  a  manne 
should  aske  Tindall  hymself :  ys  an  heretike  mete  to  translate 
holy  scripture  into  englishe  ?  Lo  to  thys  question  if  he  will 
aunswere  trew  englishe  he  must  aunswere  naye  and  not  no.  But 
and  if  the  question  be  asked  hym  thus,  lo  ;  Is  not  an  heretyque 
mete  to  translate  holy  scripture  into  Englishe  ?  To  thys  questi5 
lo  if  he  wil  auswere  true  englishe  he  must  auswere  no  and  not 
nay.  And  a  lyke  difference  is  there  betwene  these  two  aduerbes 
ye  and  yes.  For  if  the  question  be  framed  unto  Tindall  by  the 
affirmative  in  thys  fashion ;  If  an  heretique  falsely  translate  the 
newe  testament  into  englishe,  to  make  hys  false  heresyes  seeme  ye 
worde  of  Godde,  be  hys  books  worthy  to  be  burned  ?  To  this 
question  asked  in  thys  wyse  yf  he  will  aunswere  true  englishe  he 
must  aunswere  ye  and  not  yes.  But  nowe  if  the  question  be  asked 
hym  thus  lo  by  the  negative  ;  If  an  heretike  falsely  translate  the 
newe  testament  into  Englishe,  to  make  hys  false  heresyes  seme 
the  word  of  Gk)d,  be  not  his  bokes  well  worthy  to  be  burned  ? 
To  thys  question  in  thys  fashion  framed :  if  he  wyll  aunswere 
trew  englyshe  he  may  not  aunswere  ye,  but  he  must  axmswere 
yeSy  and  say,  yes  mary  be  they  bothe  the  translation  and  the  trans- 
latour,  and  al  that  wyll  holde  wyth  them." 

The  first  question  supposed  is  in  the  affirmative  form ;  "  Ys  an 
heretike  mete  to  translate  holy  scripture  into  Englishe  ? "  and  if 
Sir  Thomas  is  right  in  answering  it  by  nay^  as  he  unquestionably 
is,  then  his  first  rule,  ^^  JV^o  aunswereth  the  question  framed  by 
the  affirmative,"  is  wrong.    Tooke  calls  this  ^'  a  ridiculous  dis- 
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tinction/'  and  evidently  Bupposes  that  it  was  an  invention  of  Sir 
Thomas  himself.  Later  writers,  also,  have  doubted  whether  there 
is  any  ground  for  believing  that  such  a  rule  ever  existed.  It  is^ 
however,  certain  that  the  distinction  was  made,  and  very  gener- 
ally observed,  from  the  end  of  the  fourteenth  century  to  about 
the  time  of  Tyndale  and  Sir  Thomas  More,  soon  after  which  it 
became  obsolete.* 


*  Tes  (7  u  8  e)  occurs  in*  Layamon,  (ii.  2fft,)  in  answer  to  a  question  afElrma 
tively  framed,  but  stiU  in  a  form  implying  disbeUef ,  and  thus  may  be  consid 
ered  as  following  the  rule.  I  believe  yea  and  no  are  not  found  in  that  work, 
but  nay  is  twice  used  as  an  intensive.  In  the  Ormulum,  I  think  there  is  no  in- 
stance of  a  direct  question  with  an  answer  by  either  particle.  Tea  and  nay 
are  the  only  forms  given  in  Coleridge's  Qloesarial  Index  to  the  Literature  of 
the  thirteenth  century,  but  I  have  not  the  means  of  consulting  the  authorities 
referred  to.  Tea  is  used  by  Robert  of  Gloucester,  in  answer  to  an  aflBrmative 
question,  and  nay  by  him  and  Robert  of  Brunne,  but  I  believe  as  an  intensive 
only.  I  have  not  met  with  either  ye9  or  n^,  or  indeed  a  proper  case  for  the 
use  of  them,  that  is,  a  question  put  negatively  and  admitting  a  direct  answer, 
in  any  English  author  earlier  than  Wycliffe  and  his  contemporaries.  In  Piers 
Ploughman,  yea  and  nay  are  found  several  times  as  answers  to  affirmative 
questions,  and  as  intensives  in  other  cases.  No  occurs  in  verse  8977  of  the 
Vision,  without  a  question  preceding,  and  ye9  in  verse  6750,  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances. Tes  is  used  in  verses  2721  and  11968,  in  both  cases  according  to 
the  rule ;  in  verse  8776,  as  an  intensive,  in  reply  to  a  negative  assertion ;  and 
in  verse  2987,  contrary  to  the  rule,  as  an  answer  to  a  query  put  affirmatively. 

Gk)wer  employs  yea  and  yet,  nay  and  no,  almost  indiscriminately,  and  of 
course  without  regard  to  the  rule. 

Wyclifte,  according  to  the  Oxford  edition  of  1850,  in  Matthew  xvii.  25,  uses 
yea,  contrary  to  the  rule,  but  the  later  text  of  the  same  passage  has  ye%  in  con- 
formity to  it.  In  Romans  ill.  29,  in  both  texts,  yes  conforms  to  the  rule.  In 
James  v.  12,  Wycliife  has  ye%,  the  later  version  yea.  In  Matth.  v.  87,  ix.  28, 
xi.  9,  xiii.  29,  61,  xv.  27,  xxi.  10,  Luke  xii.  67,  John  i.  21.  xi.  27.  xxi  6.  15, 
10,  Acts  v.  8,  xxii.  27,  Romans  iii.  9,  28,  yea  and  nay  answer  questions  affirma- 
tively framed.  I  believe  no  does  not  occur  in  the  Wycliffite  versions  of  the 
New  Testament  as  an  adverb,  the  answer  to  the  negative  question  in  John 
viii.  10  being  **  no  man."  In  John  ix.  9,  nay  is  used  in  both  texts,  apparently 
as  an  answer  to  a  negative  question,  but  this  is  a  doubtful  case,  for  the  particle 
may  perhaps  be  regarded  as  a  contradiction  to  the  affirmative  answer  of 
**  otbcre  men."  Hence  it  will  be  seen  that  though  Wycliffe  occasionally  de- 
parts from  the  rule,  the  later,  or  Purvey's,  text,  with  the  doubtful  exception 
Just  cited,  uniformly  adheres  to  it.  In  Chaucer,  I  find,  upon  a  cursory  exam- 
ination, fifty  instances  of  the  occurrence  of  yea,  yes,  nay,  and  no,  and  in  these 
there  is  but  a  single  case  of  disregard  of  the  rule.  In  this  example,  nay  an- 
swers an  affirmative  question,  and  there  are  two  or  three  cases  where  yes  is 
employed  as  an  intensive,  generally,  however,  in  reply  to  remarks  involving  a 
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.  Ye8  and  no  were  nfinallj,  though  not  with  absolute  nnif ormity, 
limited  to  the  office  of  answering  a  question  negatively  framed, 
while  yea  and  nay  served  both  as  answers  to  affirmative  ques- 
tions, and  as  intensives  in  reply  to  remarks  not  made  interroga- 
tively. 

As  this  idle  refinement  was  passing  away,  there  arose  a  real, 
substantial  distinction  between  two  particles,  or  rather  between 
two  forms  of  the  same  particle,  which  had  previously  been  used 
indiscriminately  in  two  different  senses.  Down  to  the  middle  of 
the  sixteenth  century,  and  indeed  somewhat  later,  sith,  aetkthej 
eythj  sithey  sythe^  siihen,  aUhcm^  sythcm^  aUhenoe^  amoe^  syns,  and 
sens  were  indifferently  employed,  both  in  the  signification  of  see- 
ing  thaty  masm/uoh  as^  oonsidermgj  and  of  after  or  afterwa/rds. 
About  that  period  good  authors  established  a  distinction  between 
the  forms,  and  used  sUh  only  as  a  logical  word,  an  illative,  while 
sUhence  and  smce^  whether  as  prepositions  or  as  adverbs,  remained 
mere  narrative  words,  confined  to  the  signification  of  time  after. 

It  is  evident,  that  although  the  former  of  these  notions  is  a 

negative.  In  a  like  number  of  examples  in  MaUorye's  Morte  d' Arthur,  South- 
ey's  reprint,  I  find  the  distinction  made  with  equal  uniformity,  and  the  ob- 
servance of  the  rule  is  very  nearly  constant  in  Lord  Bemers'  Arthur  of  Little 
Britain,  and  in  the  Froissart  of  the  same  translator.  It  is  in  most  cases  fol- 
lowed in  the  works  of  Skelton,  though  in  this  latter  writer's  time,  usage  had 
begun  to  vacillate.  I  have  examined  many  other  authors  with  the  like  result, 
and  think  we  may  say  that  from  the  time  of  Chaucer  to  that  of  Tyndale,  the 
distinction  in  question  was  as  well  established  as  any  rule  of  Englisdi  gnumnar 
whatever.  Bee  also  Tyndale  himself,  Supper  of  the  Lord,  1688,  B.  1,  4a, 
%o  and  nay,  yea  and  ye». 

Sir  Thomas  More's  criticism  on  Tyndale  was  not  universally  acquiesced  in, 
for  Coverdale,  whose  translation  was  printed  in  1585,  Cranmer  in  1589,  the 
Geneva  in  1557,  and  the  Rhemish  in  1582,  as  well  as  the  authorized  version  in 
1611,  all  have  No,  in  the  text  John  1.  21.  Indeed,  I  think  Sir  Thomas  him- 
self was  the  last  important  author  who  f oUowed  the  rule,  though  in  the  early 
part  of  his  life,  as  is  sufficiently  shown  by  the  works  of  Lord  Bemers,  it  was 
stiU  in  full  vigor. 

A  curious  form  of  y«  occurs  in  Wycliffe,  N.  T.,  2  Cor.  i.  18 :  "Ther  is 
not  in  it  if  and  nay,  but  in  it  is  if,"  [Gloss,  ihal  is,  treuthe,]  and  verse  19 : 
"  Ther  was  not  in  him  ia  and  nay,  but  in  hym  m  was,"  [Gloss,  t?iat  is,  stsde- 
fast  trsttthe.]  In  the  later  text,  these  passages  read :  "is and  is  not  is  not 
ther  ynne,  but  tf  is  in  it";  and,  "ther  was  not  in  hym  is  and  is  not,  but  is 
was  in  hym."  So  In  James,  v.  12 :  **  Forsothe  be  your  word,  Is,  is,  Nay, 
nay,"  &c.  The  Wyclifflte  translators,  or  at  least  Purvey,  seem  to  have  sup- 
posed that  the  affirmative  particle  was  a  form  of  the  substantive  verb. 
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derivative,  the  latter  a  primitive  sense,  they  are  nevertheless  dis- 
tinct, and  it  is  very  desirable  to  be  able  to  discriminate  between  them 
by  appropriate  words.  The  radical  is  found  in  a  great  nimiber  of 
forms  in  Anglo-Saxon  and  the  related  langoages,  and  in  all  of 
them  has  primarily  the  sense  of  time  after.  But  the  conclusion 
is  always  posterior  to  the  reason,  and  post  hoc,  ergo  propter  Iwc 
is  the  universal  expression  of  all  that  the  human  intellect 
knows  concerning  the  relation  of  cause  and  effect.  Hence,  it 
was  very  natural  that  a  word  implying  historical  sequence  should 
acquire  the  sense  of  logical  consequence.  The  discrimination  be- 
tween the  two  meanings,  and  the  appropriation  of  a  separate 
form  to  each,  originated  in  the  subtle,  metaphysical  turn  of  mind 
which  characterized  the  fathers  of  the  Beformation  in  England, 
nor  have  I,  upon  an  examination  of  the  works  of  numerous 
writers  of  earlier  periods,  been  able  to  find  (me  who  clearly  dis- 
tinguishes the  two  senses  by  the  use  of  different  forms.  Some 
authors  employ  for  both  purposes  sith  alone,  some  aUhen  or  sithr 
encey  others  sens  or  syns,  and  others,  again,  two  or  more  of  these 
modes  of  spelling.  The  fuUest,  most  uniform,  and  most  satisfac- 
tory exemplifications  of  the  discrimination  will  be  found  in 
Spenser,  who  seldom  neglects  it,  Sylvester  the  translator  of  Du 
Bartas,  and  Hooker.  All  these  writers  belong  to  the  later  half  of 
the  sixteenth  century,  immediately  after  which  all  the  forms  of 
the  word  except  since  went  out  of  use,  and  of  course  the  distinc- 
tion, which  seemed  to  have  become  weU  established,  perished 
with  them.  The  English  Bible  of  1611  generally  employs  »inoe 
for  both  purposes,  but  it  is  a  curious  fact  that  in  the  book  of 
Jeremiah  both  forms  are  used,  and  in  every  instance  accurately 
discriminated.  The  disappearance  of  the  double  form  and  double 
sense  of  the  word  was  very  sudden,  for  though  the  distinction 
was  observed,  by  writers  as  popular  as  any  in  the  literature,  down 
to  the  very  end  of  the  sixteenth  century,  yet  in  Minsheu's  Guide 
into  the  Tongues,  an  English  polyglot  dictionary  first  published 
in  1616,  since  is  the  only  form  given  for  both  senses,  and  sythan 
is  simply  referred  to  as  "  Old-English."  * 

*  I  have  not  cited  Shakespeare  as  an  authority  for  the  distinction  in  ques- 
tion, because,  for  want  of  an  entirely  satisfactory  text,  I  find  it  impossible  to 
determine  whether  he  constantly  observed  it  or  not.  Mrs.  Clarke's  Concord- 
ance docs  not  inform  us  what  edition  was  made  the  basis  of  her  labors,  but  as 
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In  speaking  of  the  introdaction  of  the  nenter  posseseive  itSy  on 
a  former  occasion,  I  observed  that  in  the  embarrassment  between 
the  new  word  and  the  incongmous  use  of  his  as  a  neuter,  many 
writers  for  a  considerable  period  employed  neither  form.  There 
was  a  similar  state  of  things  with  regard  to  sith  and  smee  at  the 
beginning  of  the  seventeenth  century,  and  there  are  important 
English  authors  who  systematically  avoid  them  both. 

It  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  later  writers  have  disregarded 
a  distinction  logically  so  important.  The  restoration  of  sithy  and 
with  it  of  the  distinction  between  si^  and  sinoey  would  be  a  sub- 
stantial benefit  to  the  English  language,  and  I  have  little  doubt 
that  a  popular  writer  who  should  revive  it  would  find  himself 
sustained  by  the  good  sense  of  the  Anglican  people. 

Many  of  our  particles,  the  conjunctions  especially,  are  very 
equivocal  in  their  signification,  and  we  much  need  a  new  alter- 
native and  a  new  conjunctive.  The  particle  or  is  said  by  gram- 
marians to  be  used  both  as  a  conjunctive  and  as  a  disjunctive.* 


she  occasionally  cites  different  texts,  I  presnme  all  those  consulted  by  her  agree 
upon  this  particular  point  The  Concordance  gives  sixteen  examples  of  the  use  of 
nth,  in  all  cases  as  an  illative,  but  iithence  occurs  in  All's  Well  that  Ends  Well,  i.  8, 
in  the  same  sense,  as,  according  to  Knight's  text,  does  since,  also,  in  Hamlet 
V.  2,  Twelfth  Night  v.  1,  twice.  King  Richard  11:  ii.  1,  twice,  do.  sc.  9,  Part 

1.  K.  Henry  IV.  v.  5,  and  Henry  V.  i.  1.  Since  is  used  for  time  after  in  Twelfth 
Night.  V.  1,  twice  in  All's  Well  that  Ends  WeU,  iii.  7,  in  Romeo  and  Juliet  i. 

2,  twice,  and  in  As  You  Like  It,  y.  2.  Many  other  examples  of  the  use  of  eince 
in  both  senses  might  be  given ;  and  therefore  it  would  appear  that  while  Shake- 
speare used  nth  only  as  an  illative,  he  employed  since  indifferently  to  express 
sequence  and  consequence.  Perhaps  a  critical  examination  of  the  first  editions 
might  determine  the  question,  and  I  think  it  highly  probable  that  the  double  use 
of  since  is  chargeable  to  the  editors  or  printers,  not  to  the  author. 

*  In  modem  English,  either,  used  as  a  conjunction,  is  always  a  disjunctive, 
and  is  only  grammaiicaUy  distinguished  from  one  of  the  senses  of  or;  but  in 
some  early  English  writers,  as,  for  example,  in  the  Wyclifflte  school  cf  trans- 
lators, there  are  traces  of  a  logical  distinction  between  these  particles.  Either 
was  very  commonly  employed  to  indicate  difference,  alternation,  opposition, 
and  or  io  mark  identity  of  meaning.  Thus,  in  both  texts,  Col.  i.  20,  "tho 
thingis  that  ben  in  erthis,  ether  that  ben  in  heuenes."  In  the  numerous  glosses 
of  the  older,  or  Wycliffe's  version  of  the  New  Testament,  or  is  employed  as 
the  sign  of  identity,  or  of  likeness,  as  in  v.  21  of  the  chapter  just  cited, 
"aliened,  or  maad  straunge";  in  v.  25,  "mynistre,  or  seruaunt";  in  v.  2(5, 
"  the  mysterie,  or  priuete."  This  distinction  is  not  uniformly  observed  by 
Wycliffe,  but  still  so  generally  as  to  show  that  he  recognized  it. 
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The  double  eense  of  this  word,  which  may  imply  in  one  period 
that  two  objects  or  propositions  are  equivalent  if  not  identical,  in 
another,  that  they  are  nnlike,  diverse,  incongmons,  is  a  fertile 
eonrce  of  equivocation  in  language,  and  it  is  very  singolar  that 
the  urgent  want  of  two  alternatives  has  not  developed  a  new  one, 
and  restricted  onr  uncertain  or  to  £l  single  meaning.  The  con- 
junction and  is  almost  equally  vague  in  signification.  We  find 
an  exemplification  of  this  in  the  case  of  "  Stradling  versus  Stiles," 
where  Pope,  or  Swift,  or  Arbuthnot,  or  perhaps  all  three,  have 
illustrated  the  uncertainty  of  the  law  and  of  language  by  sup- 
posing a  will,  in  which  a  testator,  possessed  of  six  black  horses, 
six  white  horses  and  six  pied,  or  black-<mdl-white,  horses,  be- 
queathed to  A  B  "  all  my  black  and  white  horses,''  and  thereupon 
raising  the  question,  whether  the  bequest  carried  the  black  horses, 
and  the  white  horses,  or  the  black-and-white  horses  only.  The 
equivocation  here  does  not,  indeed,  lie  wholly  in  the  conjunction ; 
nevertheless,  the  use  of  a  proper  disjunctive  partide,  had  such  a 
one  existed,  would  have  prevented  it. 

The  loss  of  the  short-lived  distinction  between  sith  and  sithence 
or  since,  is  an  exception  to  the  general  tendency  of  English, 
which  is  towards  the  discrimination  of  similar  shades  of  thought 
in  logical,  metaphysical,  argumentative,  and  sesthetical  language, 
and  to  the  rejection  of  needless  subtieties  in  the  designation  of 
material  things.  In  proportion  as  we  multiply  distinctions  be- 
tween intellectual  functions  and  between  moral  states  or  their 
manifestations,  and  consequentiy  multiply  the  words  to  express 
them,  as  we  enlarge  the  nomenclature  of  criticism  and  subtilize 
the  vocabulary  of  ethics  and  metaphysics,  we  incline  to  discard 
nice  differences  between  terms  properly  belonging  to  material 
acts  and  objects,  and  to  suffer  words  expressive  of  them  to  perish. 
An  individual  or  a  people  eamesfly  occupied  with  serious  studies, 
or  other  pursuits  making  large  demands  on  the  intellect,  will 
habitually  neglect  the  vocabulary  of  arts  and  occupations  of  a 
lower  grade,  and  will  disregard  distinctions  between  the  names  of 
acts  and  things  too  trivial  and  insignificant  to  be  susceptible  of 
important  differences.  Few  city  coonsellors,  indeed,  would  now 
boast,  with  Lord  Erskine,  that  they  could  not  distinguish  a  field 
of  lavender  from  a  field  of  wheat:*  but  every  man  familiar 

*  Cobbett,  Treatise  on  Cobbett's  Com,  p.  1. 


Lect.  XXVI.]         DISAPPEABANCB  OF  8UBTILTIES.  605 

with  country-life  is  aware  that  even  farmers  now  confound  in 
name  many  of  the  operations  of  rural  economy,  which  were 
formerly  (Kstinguished  by  appropriate  terms.  The  vocabulary 
of  the  field  and  the  kitchen,  except  as  it  is  enlarged  by  the  in* 
troduction  of  new  processes,  new  objects,  and  new  subjects  of 
thought  and  conversation,  grows  poor,  as  the  dialect  of  the  intel- 
lect and  the  conscience  becomes  more  copious,  comprehensive, 
and  refined.  I  may  exemplify  what  I  mean  by  the  -wor^  fetcJi, 
which,  though  still  in  use  in  England,  is  becoming  less  common 
in  that  country,  and  has  grown  almost  wholly  obsolete  in  many 
parts  of  the  United  States.  Fetch  properly  includes  the  going 
in  search  of  the  object,  and  go^  when  used  with  it,  is  redundant, 
because  it  only  expresses  what  fetch  implies.  Fetch  is  almost 
exactly  equivalent  to  the  German  holen,  and,  as  is  said  of  the 
latter  word,  he  can  oiAj  fetch  a  thing  who  goes  purposely  after 
it.  Now  the  distmction  between  fetchmg  that  which  we  go  ex- 
pressly  to  seek,  and  Irmging  that  which  we  h*ave  at  hand  or  pro- 
cure incidentally,  is  comparatively  unimportant,  and  may  well  be 
disregarded  as  a  thing  of  inferior  moment.  Hence  it  is  not  often 
heard  among  us.^  The  distinction  between  cwrryin^g  and  hrmg- 
mg  is  more  simple  and  obvious,  and  both  words  are  accordingly 
retained,  but  there  is  a  tendency  to  confound  even  these,  and  it 
is  not  improbable  that  one  of  them  may  go  out  of  use. 

Thus  far  the  disappearance  of  words  indicative  of  insignificant 
distinctions,  and  which  only  tend  to  burden  the  memory  with 
useless  lumber,  is  not  an  evil  to  be  deplored,  but  there  were  in 
Anglo-Saxon  and  in  the  Scandinavian  sisteivtongues,  numerous 
words  expreflsiye  of  dight  difEerencee  of  stmcture  or  outline  in 
the  features  of  natural  scenery,  the  decay  of  which  is  a  loss  both 
to  poetical  imagery  and  to  precision  of  geographical  nomenclature, 
though  their  places  have  been  more  or  less  adequately  supplied 
by  new  terms  of  foreign  importation.  Some  of  these  words  still 
exist  as  proper  names  of  particular  localities,  though  no  longer 
current  as  common  nouns.  The  admirers  of  Wordsworth  will 
remember  two  of  them,  which  occur  more  than  once  in  his  poems. 


*  We  sometimes  still  say  to  fetch  a  sigh,  and,  in  the  slang  dialect  of  auction- 
eers,  a  book  or  other  article  is  said  to  have  fetched  such  or  such  a  price  at 
sach  a  sale. 
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as  parts  of  local  names,  gil  a  rocky  ravine,  and  fors  or  /ores  a 
cascade  or  water-fall.  It  is  a  curious  circumstance  with  regard 
to  both  of  these  words,  that  thej  are  Old-Northern,  and  not  met 
with  in  the  extant  remains  of  Anglo-Saxon  literature,  and  hence 
they  were  probably  applied  to  particular  localities  by  the  Danish 
invaders  of  England,  and  never  understood  as  descriptive  terms 
by  the  natives  who  adopted  them. 

The  largest  class  of  duplicates  of  common  words  which  has 
become  obsolete  is  perhaps  that  of  the  technical  terms  of  the 
chase.  In  the  days  of  feudal  power  and  splendor,  hawking  and 
hunting  constituted  the  favorite  recreation  of  the  higher  classes, 
and  the  importance  attached  to  these  sports,  both  as  healthful 
amusements  and  as  a  half-military  training,  naturally  led  to  the 
cultivation  and  enlargement  of  the  vocabulary  belonging  to  their 
exercise.  The  early  English  press  teemed  with  treatises  on  the 
chase,  and  the  book  of  St  Albans,  first  printed  in  1486,  is  very 
full  on  the  subject  of  the  nomenclature  of  the  gentle  craft 
From  this  and  other  works  on  the  same  subject,  we  learn  that 
the  nobler  beasts  and  fowls  of  chase  took  cQfferent  names  for 
every  year  of  their  lives,  until  full  maturity,  as  domestic  aniTnals 
still  do  to  some  extent  in  this  country,  but  more  especially  in 
England,  and  that  all  the  important  parts,  products,  and  functions 
of  each  of  these  animals  had  its  peculiar  designation  not  common 
to  the  corresponding  part  or  act  of  other  quadrupeds  or  birds. 
The  habits  of  different  creatures,  and  all  the  operations  of  the 
chase  connected  with  each,  had  terms  exclusively  appropriated  to 
the  species,  and  even  the  art  of  carving  changed  its  name  with 
the  game  upon  which  it  was  exercised.  Thus  Dame  Juliana 
Bemers,  the  reputed  author  of  the  book  of  St  Albans,  informs 
us  that  in  gentle  speech  it  is  said  ^^  the  hauke  jouh/thj  not  slep- 
eth ;  she  refaurmeth  her/eders,  and  not  pyckyth  her  feders ;  she 
rowsUh^  and  not  shaketh  herselfe ;  she  manteU/ythj  and  not 
stretchyth,  when  she  puttyth  her  legges  from  her,  one  after  a 
nother,  and  her  wynges  f olowe  her  legges ;  and  when  she  hath 
mantyUed  her  and  bryngeth  both  her  wynges  togyder  over  her 
backe ;  ye  shall  saye  youre  hawkye  warheUytA  her  wynges."  So, 
to  designate  companies,  we  must  not  use  names  of  multitude  pro- 
miscuously, but  we  are  to  say  a  congregacyon  of  people,  a  hoosi 
of  men,  a  fdyshyppynge  of  yomen,  and  a  ievy  of  'adyes ;  we 
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must  speak  of  a  hefrda  of  dere,  swannys,  cranys,  or  wrenys,  a 
9ege  of  herons  or  bytourys,  a  fauster  of  pecockes,  a  watche  of 
nyghtyngales,  a  flygJUs  of  doves,  a  cldterynge  of  choughes,  a 
pryde  of  lyons,  a  alewthe  of  beeres,  a  gagle  of  geys,  a  shulks  of 
foxes,  a  scyUe  of  frerys,  a  ponUfmUtye  of  prestys,  and  a  super- 
H/uyte  of  nonnes,  and  so  of  other  human  and  brute  assemblages. 
In  like  manner,  in  dividing  game  at  the  table,  the  animals  were 
not  coMTvedy  but  a  dere  was  hrohefij  a  gose  rerydj  a  chekyn 
frussJiedy  a  cony  tmlacedy  a  crane  dysplayedj  a  curlewe  tm- 
ioyrUedy  a  quayle  vyynggydy  a  swanne  Vyftedy  a  lambe  sholderedy 
a  heron  dyamembrydy  a  pecocke  dyafygured^  a  samon  chynyd^  a 
iiadoke  sydydj  a  sole  loyvvyd  and  a  breme  splayed.  The  charac* 
teristic  habits,  traces,  and  other  physical  peculiarities  of  animals 
were  discriminated  in  the  language  of  the  chase  with  equal  pre- 
cision,  and  a  strict  observance  of  all  these  niceties  of  speech  was 
more  important  as  an  indication  of  breeding,  or  in  the  words  of 
Dame  Juliana  Bemers,  as  a  means  of  distinguishing  ^^  gentylmen 
from  ungentylmen,"  than  a  rigorous  conformity  to  the  rules  of 
grammar,  or  even  to  the  moral  law. 

The  old  romances  ascribe  the  invention  of  the  vocabulary  of 
the  chase  to  the  famous  Sir  Tristram  of  the  Bound  Table,  and  the 
Morte  d' Arthur  says : 

^^  Me  semeth  alle  gentylmen  that  beren  old  armee  oughte  of 
ryght  to  honoure  syre  Trystram  for  the  goodly  termes  that  gen- 
tilmen  have  and  use,  and  shalle  to  the  daye  of  dome,  that  there 
by  in  a  maner  alle  men  of  worship  maye  disscover  a  gentylman 
fro  a  yoman,  and  from  a  yoman  a  vylayne.  For  he  that  gentyl 
is  wyUe  drawe  hym  unto  gentil  tatches,  and  to  folowe  the  cu&- 
tommes  of  noble  gentylmen." 

That  most  of  these  words  pointed  originaUy  to  a  real  difference 
between  the  objects  or  the  processes  indicated  by  them,  there  is 
little  doubt ;  but  the  etymology  of  many  of  them  is  lost,  and  those 
not  now  retained  in  different  or  in  more  general  applications, 
have  become  wholly  obsolete,  though  some  which  have  disap- 
peared from  literature  still  exist  in  popular  or  provincial  usage. 

The  study  of  synonyms  has  always  been  regarded  as  one  of  the 
most  valuable  of  intellectual  disciplines,  independently  of  its 
great  importance  as  a  guide  to  the  right  practical  use  of  words. 
The  habit  of  thorough  investigation  into  the  meaning  of  words, 
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and  of  exact  discrimination  in  the  use  of  them,  is  indispensable  to 
precision  and  accuracy  of  thought,  and  it  is  sorprising  how  soon 
the  process  becomes  spontaneous  and  almost  mechanical  and  jxdt 
conscious,  so  that  one  often  finds  himself  making  nice,  and  yet 
sound,  distinctions  between  particular  words  which  he  is  not 
aware  that  he  has  ever  made  the  subject  of  critical  analysis.  The 
subtle  intellect  of  the  Greeks  was  alive  to  the  importance  of  this 
study,  and  we  not  only  observe  just  discrimination  in  the  employ- 
ment of  language  in  tiieir  best  writers,  but  we  not  unfrequentl} 
meet  with  discussions  as  to  the  precise  signification  of  words, 
which  show  that  their  exact  import  had  become  a  subject  of 
thoughtful  consideration  before  much  attention  had  been  bestowed 
upon  grammatical  forms.  In  a  tongue  in  the  main  homogeneous 
and  full  of  compounds  and  derivatives,  the  source  of  the  word 
would  naturally  be  first  appealed  to  as  die  key  to  its  interpreta- 
tion. Etymology  is  still  an  indispensable  auxiliary  to  the  study 
of  synonyms ;  but  in  a  composite  language  like  English,  where 
the  root-forms  are  inaccessible  to  the  majority  of  those  who  use 
it,  the  primary  signification  of  the  radical  does  not  operate  as  a 
conservative  influence,  as  it  did  in  Greece,  by  continually  sug- 
gesting the  meaning  and  thus  keeping  the  derivative  or  com- 
pound true  to  its  first  vocation.  Words  with  us  incline  to  diverge 
from  the  radical  meaning;  and  therefore  etymology,  though  a 
very  useful  clew  to  the  signification,  is,  at  the  same  time,  a  very 
uncertain  guide  to  the  actual  use,  of  words.  And  this  is  espe- 
cially true  of  what  may  be  called  secondary  derivatives,  or  words 
formed  by  derivation  or  composition  from  forms  themselves 
derivative  or  compound,  or  borrowed  from  foreign  sources.  The 
study  of  words  of  this  class  is  one  of  the  most  difficult  points  of 
our  synonymy ;  and  it  is  often  a  very  puzzling  question  to  decide 
why,  for  ei^ample,  two  substantives,  allied  in  meaning,  should  be 
distinguished  by  one  shade  of  signification,  and  the  corresponding 
adjectives,  which  we  have  formed  from  them,  by  a  totally  differ- 
ent one.  I  objected  to  the  latter  part  of  Webster's  definition  of 
synonym,  because^  by  applying  that  name  to  aU  words  "  contain- 
ing the  same  idea,"  it  makes  different  parts  of  speech  synonyms, 
which  is  contrary  to  establishsd  usage.  We  have  no  term  to 
designate  words  differing  in  etymology  and  in  grammatical  char- 
acter, but  otherwise  agreeing  in  meaning ;  but  to  pah's  of  words 
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derived  from  the  same  root^  and  differenced  in  meaning  only  by 
grammatical  dass,  we  apply  the  epithet  ocmQugaiBy  or,  more  rarely, 
that  of  paronymons.  Strictly  speaking,  tiie  ideas  expressed  by 
the  two  must  be  identical ;  bnt,  as  they  are  more  generally  dis- 
tingoished  by  some  slight  difference  of  meaning,  the  term  corijvr 
gate  is  loosely  nsed  to  express  identity  in  etymology,  with  only 
general  likeness  of  meaning,  in  words  of  different  classes.  Cost 
and  oosOyy  for  example,  are  strictly  conjugate ;  faith  and  foAthr 
fvl^  in  some  of  their  senses,  are  exactly  so,  in  others  not ;  while 
grief  9sA  grievouSj  poUah  of  manner  and  politeness  of  manner, 
grace  and  gracious^  pity  and  pitifvl,  as  ordinarily  used,  express 
quite  different  ideas.  The  verb  to  affect  has  a  number  of  dispar- 
ate uses  in  its  different  inflected  forms  and  its  derivatives.  When 
it  means  to  produce  an  effect  upon,  to  influence,  or  to  like,  to 
have  a  partiality  for,  it  has  no  conjugate  noun ;  for  affection^  in 
neither  sense,  exactly  corresponds  to  the  verb.  Affect^  to  simu- 
late, to  pretend,  and  affectation^  are  conjugate,  although  not  gen- 
erally considered  so,  because  most  persons  are  not  aware  that  the 
unnatural  airs,  called  affectation,  are  really  founded  in  hypocrisy, 
or  false  assumption.  The  participles  and  participial  adjective 
affecting,  touching,  or  exciting  to  sympathy  or  sorrow,  and  the 
passive  form  affected^  have  still  another  meaning,  in  which  the  act- 
ive verb  is  rarely  employed. 

Few  languages  are  richer  than  English  in  approximate  synonyms 
and  conjugates ;  and  it  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  no  competent 
scholar  has  yet  devoted  himself  to  the  investigation  of  this  branch 
of  our  philology.  The  litfle  manual,  edited  by  Archbishop 
Whately,  containing  scarcely  more  than  four  hundred  words,  is, 
so  far  as  it  goes,  the  most  satisfactory  treatise  we  have  on  the  sub- 
ject.*   Crabbe's  Synonyms,  much  used  in  this  country,  is  valua- 

*  The  Saxon  part  of  our  YocabulaTy,  partly  from  the  inherent  character  of 
the  class  of  ideas  for  the  embodiment  of  which  it  is  chiefly  employed,  and 
partly  because  of  its  superior  expressiveness,  is  generally  very  free  from 
equivocation,  and  its  distinctions  of  meaning  are  usually  clearly  marked.  The 
number  of  Anglo-Saxon  words  approximate  to  each  other  in  signification  is 
small,  and  the  distinction  between  those  liable  to  be  confounded  is  grammati- 
cal more  frequently  than  logical.  In  the  Treatise  on  Synonyms,  edited  by 
Whately,  something  more  than  four  hundred  and  fifty  words  are  examined 
and  discriminated,  and  of  these  less  than  ninety  are  Anglo-Saxon.  The  rela 
tive  proportions  in  Crabbe's  much  larger  work  are  not  widely  different 
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ble  chiefly  for  its  ezemplificatioDfi ;  but  the  anthor'B  ignorance  of 
etymology  has  led  him  into  many  errors ;  *  and  it  cannot  pretend 
to  compare  with  the  many  excdlent  works  on  the  synonymy  of 
the  German,  French,  Danish,  and  other  European  langnages. 
Bat  in  the  increasing  interest  which  the  study  of  English  is  ex- 
citing, this,  as  well  as  other  branches  of  lexicography,  will  donbt- 
less  receive  a  d^ree  of  attention,  which  will  contribute  to  give  to 
the  history  of  English  a  rank  corresponding  to  the  importance  of 
that  tongue,  as  one  of  the  most  powerful  instruments  of  thought 
and  action  assigned  by  Providence  to  the  service  of  man. 

• 

t  Exempli  gratia,  daae,  (allied  to  the  Anglo-Saxon^  dw»8,  and  the  Danish 
verb,  d 08 e ,)  we  are  informed,  is  a  "  variation  from  the  French  dors,  and 
the  lidtin  dormio,  to  tieep,  which  was  anciently  dermio,  and  comee 
from  the  Greek  iipfia,  a  Mn,  because  people  lay  on  ikins  when  they  deptf 
Crabbe,  Syn.  under  sleep.  With  equal  infelicity  he  derives  daub  from  "  do  and 
ub ,  aber ,  owr,  signifying  literally  to  do  at&r  with  anything  unseemly." 

It  must,  however,  be  admitted  that,  absurd  as  such  derivations,  and  those 
already  referred  to  in  a  former  lecture  as  given  by  M&iage,  appear,  and  as 
very  many  of  them  undoubtedly  are,  they  are,  after  all,  not  more  surprising 
than  certain  well-asoertained  results  ol  scientific  etymology.  What,  for  in- 
stance, can  be,  primdfaoie,  more  incredible  than  that  the  Qreek  danpv,  the  French 
larme,  and  the  English  Uar,  are  not  merely  related,  but  are  only  different 
forms  of  a  single  word.  Tet  no  linguist  doubts  the  identity  of  the  three  so  dif« 
f erent  vocables. 
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TKAKSULTIOK. 

Thb  stady  of  imionyiny,  or  the  discrunination  between  yea> 
nacular  wol  auSJ  i/^fication.  and  i^t  of  elymology,  o, 
tlie  comparison  of  derivative  words  with  their  primitives,  naturally 
suggest  the  inquiry  how  far  there  is  an  exa<^  correspondence  of 
meaning  between  the  native  vocabnlary  and  that  of  foreign 
tongaes,  or,  in  other  words,  whether  a  poem,  a  narrative,  or  a 
discussion,  composed  in  one  language  can  be  precisely  rendered 
into  another.  If  we  may  trust  the  dictionaries,  almost  every  Eng- 
lish  word  has  synonyms  in  the  speech  to  which  it  belongs,  and 
equivalents  in  every  other ;  but  a  more  critical  study  of  language, 
as  actually  employed,  teaches  us,  first,  that  true  synonyms  are 
everywhere  of  rare  occurrence,  and  secondly  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  names  of  material  objects  and  of  material  acts,  there 
is  seldom  a  precise  coincidence  in  meaning  between  any  two 
words  in  difierent  languages.  Even  the  sensuous  perceptions  of 
men  are  not  absolutely  identical,  but  they  nevertheless  so  far  con- 
cur, that  we  may  consider  the  names  given  in  different  countries 
to  things  cognizable  by  the  senses  as  equivalent  to  each  other, 
though  the  epithets  by  which  the  objects  are  characterized,  and 
the  qualities  ascribed  to  them,  may  differ.  But  the  moment  we 
step  out  of  the  domain  of  the  senses,  and  be^n  to  apply  to  acts 
and  objects  belonging  to  the  world  of  mind,  names  derived  from 
the  world  of  matter,  we  diverge  from  each  other,  and  every  nation 
forms  a  vocabulary  suited  to  its  own  moral  and  intellectual  char- 
acter, its  circumstances,  habits,  tastes,  and  opinions,  but  not  pre- 
cisely adapted  to  the  expression  of  the  conceptions,  emotions,  and 
passions  of  any  other  people.  Hence  the  difficulty  of  making 
translations  which  are  absolutely  faithful  re-productions  of  their 
originals. 

(511) 
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The  rule  of  Hooker :  ^^  Of  translatioiifi,  tlie  better  I  acknowledge 
that,  which  cometh  nearer  to  the  very  letter  of  the  very  original 
verity,"  is  equivocal,  because  it  ia  not  certain,  whether  ^^  original 
verity"  means  ^original  sense/  which  most  would  approve,  or 
^  original  wards/  which  most  would  condemn,  for  the  reason  that 
the  idiomatic  difierences  between  different  languages  would  often 
make  a  literal  translation  of  the  several  words  of  a  foreign  author 
imintelligible  nonsense.  Fuller,  with  his  usual  quaint  felicity,  has 
well  expressed  the  common  loose  theory  by  a  simile.  Speaking 
of  Sandys,  whose  admirable  scriptural  paraphrases  ought  to  be 
better  known  than  they  are,  he  says,  "  He  was  a  servant,  but  no 
slave,  to  his  subject ;  well  knowing  that  a  translator  is  a  person 
[prisoner?]  in  free  custody;  custody,  being  bound  to  give  the 
true  sense  of  the  author  he  translates;  free,  left  at  liberty  to 
dothe  it  in  his  own  expression."  * 


to  the  eanduHoiu  of  Plato  on  this  one  point,  not  the  general  weight  of  his 
authority,  that  the  disciple  and  his  master  agree  in  preferring  to  share  with 
him  the  beneficent  possible  error  of  eternal  life,  rather  than  the  fearful  and 
pernicious  truth,  if  it  were  a  truth,  of  final  annihilation,  with  his  opponents. 

And  how  comes  it,  that  among  the  thousands  of  rhetorical  critics,  who,  since 
Cicero  and  Quintilian,  have  speculated  on  the  answer  of  Demosthenes, 
imdKpiinc,  Delivery,  Delivery,  Delivery  I  so  few  have  ever  adverted  to  the 
opinion  of  Libanius,  that  this  reply  was  an  ironical  side-thrust  at  iESschines ; 
an  opinion  which,  if  we  are  to  interpret  Demosthenes  by  himself,  is  rendered 
highly  probable  by  the  contemptuous  sneers  of  the  great  orator  at  the  dyaB^ 
iKdKpiatc  of  his  rival,  the  special  point  of  excellence  in  which  he  was  himself 
confessedly  inferior  to  iBschines  ? 

*  Very  Judicious  observations  on  the  principles  of  translation  will  be  found 
in  Purvey's  Prologue  to  his  Translation  of  the  Scriptures,  (about  A.D.  1888,) 
Wyclifflte  versions,  I.  57.  The  general  doctrine  of  Purvey  is  thus  stated : 
"  First  it  is  to  knowe,  that  the  best  translating  is,  out  of  Latyn  into  English, 
to  translate  aftir  the  sentence,  and  not  oneli  aftir  the  wordis,  so  that  the  sen- 
tence be  as  opin,  either  openere,  in  English  as  in  Latyn,  and  go  not  fer  fro  the 
lettre ;  and  if  the  letter  mai  not  be  suid  in  the  translating,  let  the  sentence  be 
ever  hool  and  open,  for  the  wordis  owen  to  seme  to  the  entent  and  sentence, 
and  ellis  the  wordis  ben  superflu  either  false."  Purvey  exemplifies  by  many 
comparisons  between  the  Latin  and  English  idioms,  which  show  a  very  good 
knowledge  of  the  principles  of  English  grammar. 

A  friend  of  Lodge,  who  signs  W.  K.,  expresses  sound  opinions  on  this  sub- 
ject, though  not  in  the  purest  style,  in  a  letter  prefixed  to  the  second  edition  of 
Lodge's  Seneca,  1030.  *'  You  are  his  profitable  Tutor,"  says  he,  "and  have 
instructed  him  to  walke  and  talke  in  perfect  English.    If  his  matter  hold  not 
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The  rule  often  laid  down,  "  that  in  translatiDg  a  foreign  work 
into  English,  we  are  to  adopt  the  same  style  and  diction  which 
the  author  would  have  used  had  he  been  an  Englishman,"  is  mis- 
taken  or  inapplicable,  because,  except  in  matters  of  naked  fact 
or  natural  science,  a  foreigner,  writing  for  foreigners,  has  a  totally 
different  set  of  ideas  to  express,  and  a  totally  different  mode  of 
conceiving  similar  ideas,  from  those  which  an  Englishman  writ- 
ing on  the  same  subject  would  have,  and  therefore  he  would 
have  written  a  different  book.  Had  Goethe  and  Bichter  been 
bom  and  trained  in  England,  the  one  could  never  have  produced 
a  WUhelm  Meister  or  a  Fanst,  the  other  never  a  Siebenkas  or  a 
Qnintus  Fixlein.  Had  Shakespeare  been  a  Frenchman  by  birth 
and  education,  the  world  had  never  seen  a  Hamlet  or  a  Henry 
IV. 

The  true  result  to  be  aimed  at,  where  we  propose  any  thing 
beyond  the  communication  of  bare  fact,  is  to  produce  upon  the 
mind  of  the  English  reader,  so  far  as  possible,  the  same  impres- 
sion which  the  original  author  produced  upon  the  minds  of  those 
for  whom  he  wrote.  The  rule  I  have  just  condemned  does  not 
lead  to  the  accomplishment  of  this  aim,  but,  so  far  as  it  is  prac- 
ticable at  all,  its  effect  is  to  translate  the  cmthoTy  not  his  work,  to 
give  an  imitation,  not  a  copy  of  the  original ;  whereas  it  is  the 
characteristic  of  a  perfect  translation,  that  it,  for  the  time,  trana- 


8till  the  Roman  chancteristic,  I  should  mistake  him  one  of  ours,  he  deliven 
his  mind  so  significantly  and  fitly." 

"  That  ye  have  not  parrot-like  spoken  his  owne  words,  and  lost  yourself e 
literally  in  a  Latine  Echo,  rendering  him  precisely  verbatim,  as  if  tied  to  his 
tongue ;  but  retaining  his  Sence,  have  expressed  his  meaning  in  our  proper 
English  Elegancies  and  Phrase,  is  in  a  Translatour  a  discretion,"  &c.,  &c. 

In  a  series  of  discourses  on  the  English  language,  discussions  of  the  origin 
and  meaning  of  particular  words  can  hardly  be  out  of  place  anywhere,  and 
therefore  I  shall  be  excused  for  here  noticing  a  confusion  of  two  English 
words  of  Latin  etymology,  both  of  which  occur  in  the  foregoing  extracts. 
From-  the  verb  sentio,  in  its  two  acceptations,  the  Latins  made  the  nouns 
sententia,  opinion,  meaning,  and  s e n s u s ,  first,  physical,  afterwards,  men- 
tal, perception.  The  Romans  themselves,  at  last,  confounded  these  two  words. 
In  Old-English,  they  were  distinguished  in  form  as  well  as  meaning,  for  9n^ 
ienoe  in  the  time  of  Purvey  was  the  Latin  sententia.  In  Lodge's  time,  tn^ 
Unee  had  become  senee,  and  we  now  use  sense  for  both  purposes,  sentence 
having  acquired  the  meaning  of  period,  or  proposition,  as  well  as  that  of  a  Ju* 
dicial  decree. 
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forms  the  reader  into  the  likeness  of  those  for  whom  the  story, 
the  ballad,  or  tlie  ode,  was  first  said  or  smig.* 

The  very  supposition,  that  a  genial  writer  conld  have  acquired 
his  special  intellectual  manhood  in  any  but  his  natiye  land,  in- 
Yolyes  an  absurdity,  for  it  divests  him  of  his  nationaliiy,  which  is 
as  essentially  a  part  of  him  as  the  fleshly  organs  wherewith  he 
takes  into  his  being  the  world  around  him,  and  reproduces  it  to 
the  consciousness  or  the  imagination  of  his  readers.  Shakespeare 
is  often  cited  as  an  instance  of  genius  too  universal  to  bear  the 
stamp  of  a  national  mint,  and  doubtless  it  is  true  that  in  him,  more 
than  in  any  other  name  known  in  literature,  the  man  predomi- 
nated over  the  citizen  ;  but  if  we  compare  his  works  with  whatr 
ever  else  modem  humanity  has  produced,  we  shall  find,  if  not 
positive  internal  evidence  of  his  birthright,  at  least  abundant 
negative  proof  that  in  no  land  save  England  could  that  mighty 
imagination  have  assumed  the  form  and  proportions  to  which  it 
grew. 

But  though  the  end  to  be  sought  in  translation  is  simple 
enough,  the  means  are  neither  obvious  nor  easy  of  command. 
There  is,  however,  one  principle  generally  not  at  all  regarded, 
but  which  is  nevertheless  of  great  practical  value  in  transferring 
the  productions  of  creative  genius  from  their  native  to  a  foreign 
soil,  in  such  a  way  that  they  shall  yield  the  same  fruit  as  in  their 
original  clime.  It  is  this :  we  should  choose  for  our  translation 
the  dialect  of  the  period  when  our  language  was  in  a  stage  of  de- 
velopment as  nearly  as  possible  corresponding  to  that  of  the 
tongue  from  which  we  translate.     It  seems  to  have  been  taken 

*  It  was  upon  this  principle,  that  Sigurd,  the  Apostle  of  Sweden,  in  a  ser- 
mon delivered  about  the  beginning  of  the  eleventh  century,  by  an  extrava- 
gant but  not  unnatural  license,  substitutes  eM  for  htaX  in  threatening  the 
unbeliever  with  the  torments  reserved  for  the  wicked  in  a  future  state  of  ex- 
istence. 

En  grimmir  gu)5n!)51ngar  *  *  skulu  hrsiSiligu  gu^Ss  oriSi  bOlvaiSir  vera 
ok  litkastaiSir  i  ytri  myrkr,  ^ar  sem  fyrir  er  fro%i  ok  tannagnastran. — ^Fom. 
SOg.  m.  168. 

And  bold  traitors  to  €k>d  *  *  shall  be  accursed  by  the  terrible  word  of 
God,  and  cast  out  into  outer  darkness,  where  ia  frost  and  gnashing  of  teeth. 

The  imagination  of  the  Northman,  whose  life  was  an  almost  perpetual 
shiver,  would  be  more  readily  excited  by  the  idea  of  suffering  from  cold  than 
of  exposure  to  torment  by  fire,  an  element  which  to  him  was  always  a  benefi- 
cent agent 
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* 

for  graDted  that  the  dialect  of  the  translator's  own  time  is  in  al] 
cases  to  be  adopted,  and  by  those  who  labor  for  the  largest  pnb« 
lie  perhaps  it  mnst  be,  but  if  the  original  be  a  work  of  tme  art^ 
belonging  to  a  period  of  widely  different  culture,  it  is  as  absurd 
to  attempt  to  modernize  it  in  a  foreign  tongue  as  in  its  owxl 
English  historical  literature  furnishes  a  good  illustration.  The 
chronicles  of  Froiesart  were  completed  in  the  year  1400,  memo- 
rable  for  the  supposed  death  of  Chaucer,  a  period  when  the  French 
prose  dialect  was  in  a  much  more  advanced  stage  of  development 
than  the  English.  The  chronicle  was  translated  by  Lord  Bemers, 
as  great  a  master  of  English  as  any  writer  of  his  time,  in  the  first 
quarter  of  the  sixteenth  century,  and  again,  by  Johnes  in  the 
early  part  of  the  present  oentuiy.  Johnes's  translation  is  exe- 
cuted with  conmiendable  fidelity,  in  a  good  modem  English  style, 
and  is  valuable  as  a  repository  of  facts  and  dates,  but  its  relation 
to  Froissart  is  that  of  a  lithograph  to  a  Titian,  while  Lord  Ber- 
ners,  employing  the  diction  of  a  period  when  English  prose  had 
advanced  to  a  culture  corresponding  to  that  of  the  French  of  the 
preceding  century,  and,  as  he  himself  says,  "  not  f  ollowynge  his 
author  worde  by  worde,  but  ensewing  the  true  reporte  of 
the  sentence  of  the  mater,"  gives  you  so  perfect  a  repetition 
of  the  great  chronicler,  that  you  are  quite  unconscious  whether 
you  are  reading  French  or  English,  and  can  scarcely  resist  the 
belief  that  you  are  a  contemporary  of  the  fair  dames  and  cava- 
liers of  high  emprize,  whose  adventures  are  portrayed  with  such 
wonderful  felicity. 

The  rule  I  have  here  laid  down,  though  very  general  in  its 
application,  has,  like  most  of  the  principles  of  literary  composi- 
tion, its  exceptions.  In  the  wide  differences  of  culture,  of 
opinion,  and  of  sentiment,  which  exist  between  different  nations, 
it  may  happen  that  a  diction  appropriate  to  the  subject  as  viewed 
by  those  for  whom  a  particular  work  of  imaginative  art  is  writ- 
ten,  may  be  quite  unsuited  to  the  tastes  and  intellectual  habits  of 
a  contemporaneous  people,  equally,  though  differently,  cultivated. 
In  such  cases,  a  master  of  the  art  of  translation  will  select  the 
dialect  best  adapted  to  express  to  his  pubhc  the  conceptions  of 
the  author,  though  it  may  be  that  of  another  century  much  in* 
ferior  in  grammatical  refinement.  The  fine  ballad  of  Lenore  by 
Burger,  already  quoted  as  an  example  of  imitative  felicity  ot 
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Bound,  affords  a  good  illustration.  Tales  of  this  sort  are  no  longer 
current  in  England,  and  of  course  the  modem  dialect  of  ^t 
country  has  not  been  employed  to  embody  them.  They  belong 
to  earlier  English  literature,  and  they  are  far  more  effective,  re- 
cited in  the  language  employed  when  they  were  a  part  of  a  liv- 
ing mythology,  than  when  clothed  in  the  critical,  sceptical  dress 
of  a  modem  magazine.  Taylor,  therefore,  judged  wisely  in 
translating  the  ballad  into  the  simpler  dialect  in  which  it  would 
have  been  told  and  understood,  when  the  superstitions  of  the 
middle  ages,  if  they  did  not  form  articles  of  religious  belief 
were  still  constantly  exciting  the  imaginations  of  the  English 
people.  I  even  doubt  whether  he  has  taken  too  great  a  license  in 
carrying  back  the  date  of  the  story  from  the  days  of  the  Battle 
of  Prague,  an  event  unknown  in  English  traditionary  lore,  to  the 
more  famfliar  age  of  the  Lion-hearted  Eichard'B  cmsade  againrt 
the  Paynim  in  the  Holy  Land.  Compare  these  two  stanzas  of 
Taylor,  in  the  English  ballad  verse,  with  a  more  literal  versioii 
in  the  metre  of  the  original : 

He  went  abroade  with  Richard's  host 
The  Paynim  foes  to  quell ; 
But  he  no  word  to  her  had  writt» 
An  he  were  sick  or  well. 

•  •  •  • 

She  bet  her  breast  and  wrange  her  hands 
And  roUde  her  tearlesse  eye, 
From  rise  of  mome  till  the  pale  stars 
Againe  did  fleck  the  sky. 

He'd  gone  with.  Fred'ric's  host  to  wield 
The  sword  on  Prague's  dread  battle-field ; 
Nor  had  he  sent  to  tell 
If  he  were  sick  or  well. 

•  *  •  • 

She  wrung  her  hands  and  beat  her  breast, 
Until  the  sun  sank  down  to  rest, 
Till  o'er  the  vaulted  sphere 
The  golden  stars  appear. 

The  train  of  reasoning  we  have  been  pursuing  snggests  some 
observations,  which  I  venture  to  propound  at  the  risk  of  incurring 
the  pains  and  penalties  justly  attached  to  the  philological  sin  of 
neologism.    I  refer  to  a  diSerence  which,  if  it  does  not  really 
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exist,  ought,  I  think,  to  exist  in  the  English  nse  of  the  words 
idiom  and  idiotism.  Both  words  are  given  in  most  English  dic- 
tionaries, and  both  exist  in  the  principal  European  languages,  but 
I  do  not  know  that  they  have  been  anywhere  very  accurately 
discriminated,  while  in  English  they  are  generally  conf  ounded. 
Grammatical  writers,  for  the  sake  of  varying  the  phrase  and 
avoiding  repetition,  sometimes  employ  idiom  in  a  loose  way  as 
a  synonym  of  language  or  dialect,  but  this  is  repugnant  both  to 
the  etymology  and  the  proper  signification  of  the  word.  Idiom 
is  derived  from  the  Greek  adjective  iStoi,  own,  proper  or  pecu- 
liar to,  and  In  all  its  legitimate  uses,  retains  the  sense  of  peculiar-, 
ity  or  speciality.  Besides  its  lax  and  figurative  use  as  a  synonym 
of  language  or  dialect,  we  employ  it  in  three  significations. 

jFirst^  to  denote  the  general  syntactical  character  which  dis- 
tinguishes the  structure  of  a  given  language,  or  family  of  lan- 
guages. 

Thus,  when  we  speak  of  the  idiom  of  French,  or  German,  or 
Italian,  we  mean  the  assemblage  of  syntactical  rules  or  forms,  by 
which,  without  reference  to  the  vocabulary,  we  recognize  these 
languages  respectively.  If  I  were  to  trandate,  word  for  word,  a 
page  of  French  or  German  into  English,  aiiy  person  acquainted 
with  those  languages  would  know,  at  once,  by  the  structure  of 
the  periods,  from  which  of  them  I  had  taken  it.  The  general 
characteristics  by  which  he  would  detect  the  original,  constitute 
what  is  called  the  idiom  of  the  language,  in  the  sense  I  am  now 
considering.  For  example,  in  most  languages  there  are  different 
forms  of  the  verb  for  the  singular  and  plural  numbers.  Thus, 
in  English,  we  say,  he  is,  but  they  j^sr  ;  is  being  used  when  the 
subject  is  in  the  third  person  singular,  are  when  it  is  in  the  third 
person  plural.  Now,  whatever  may  have  been  the  origin  of  the 
distinctive  forms  of  the  verb,  there  exists  in  the  language,  as  it 
is  known  to  us,  no  reason  why  w,  or  any  other  form,  should  be 
appropriated  to  the  singular,  are^  or  any  other  form,  to  the  plural. 
It  is,  in  the  present  state  of  etymology,  an  ultimate,  or  rather  a 
purely  conventional,  grammatical  fact.  A  corresponding  differ- 
ence runs  through  almost  all  languages,  and  therefore,  the  rule^ 
that  the  verb  must  agree  with  its  nominative  in  number,  is  not  an 
idiom  or  peculiarity  of  any  of  them. 

A  similar  general  rule  existed  in  Greek,  and  in  that  language 
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there  was  no  assignable  reason  why  the  Greek  ^Vrc,  like  the  Eng- 
lish corresponding  verb  isy  should  be  restricted  to  the  singular, 
and  f  2^/,  like  its  English  equivalent  are^  should  be  appropriated 
to  the  plural.  It  was  altogether  an  arbitrary  rule,  but  still  a  rule 
common  to  the  Greek  and  most  other  European  languages,  and 
80,  not  a  Greek  idiom.  But  to  this  universal  rule  Greek  syntax 
made  exceptions,  the  most  familiar  of  which  was,  that  if  the 
plural  nominative  was  of  the  neuter  gender,  then  the  verb  was 
in  the  singular,  and  did  not  agree  with  its  nominative.  Thus 
they  said  6i  dv^pconoi  ayaBot  iayiv^  the  men  are  good,  but  ra 
fiifiXia  ayaBa  etrrty^  the  books  is  good.  This  was  a  general 
rule  of  the  language,  extending  to  all  verbs,  and  all  neuter  nom- 
inatives, but  it  was  not  a  law  of  universal  grammar.  It  was  a 
construction  which  characterized  and  individualized  the  Greek 
language,  and,  therefore,  it  was  a  peculiarity  or  idiom  of  that 
language. 

We  use  idiom,  Mcondj/y^  to  denote  an  individual  expression,  a 
form  of  speech  applicable  to  a  single  phrase,  which  is  oontrary  to 
the  general  syntax  of  the  language,  but  yet  sufficiently  intelligible 
upon  its  face  even  to  a  foreigner. 

Thus  if  the  substantive  verb  precede  its  nominative,  so  that  to 
the  hearer  the  number  of  the  subject  is  undetermined  when  the 
verb  is  pronounced,  the  verb  in  Greek  may  be,  in  French  gener- 
ally must  be,  in  the  singular,  though  the  nominative  be  a  mascu- 
line or  feminine  plural.  Accordingly,  though  we  say  in  English, 
there  are  men  and  women,  the  French  say,  with  the  singular 
verb,  il  est  (or  il  y  a)  des  hommes  et  des  femmes; 
there  is  men  and  women.  This  is  a  departure  from  the  general 
usage  of  the  Greek  and  French  languages,  properly  applicable 
not  to  a  whole  class  of  words,  as  neuters  at  large,  but  only  to  the 
substantive  verb,  and  those  which  represent  it.*  This  peculiarity 
also  is  popularly  called  an  idiorriy  but  it  presents  little  difficulty, 
because  in  expressions  of  this  sort,  notwithstanding  the  apparent 
want  of  concord  between  the  verb  and  its  subject,  the  meaning 

*  Both  English  and  many  other  languages  show  a  strong  tendency  to  adopt 
this  form  of  expression.  The  phrase  there  is  with  a  plural  nominative  is  some- 
times used  by  speakers  who  seldom  violate  the  rules  of  concord  in  other  cases ; 
and  many  examples  of  this  construction  can  be  found  in  the  works  of  Lord 
Bacon,  Fuller,  and  other  classical  English  writers. 
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of  the  individual  words  would  never  fail  to  suggest  the  sense  of 
the  proposition. 

The  poverty  of  language,  the  impossibility  of  inventing  new 
words  as  fast  as  new  ideas  are  brought  into  distinct  consdousnesB^ 
has  obliged  us  to  give  to  the  word  idiom  a  third  sense. 

This  is  when  we  employ  it  to  denote  that  class  of  linguistic 
anomalies,  which  teachers  of  languages  and  dictionaries  call 
phrases  or  phraseological  expressions.  These  are  verbal  com- 
binations which  contravene  all  rules,  general  and  special,  and  the 
purport  of  which  is  wholly  conventional,  and  cannot  be  gathered 
from  the  meaning  of  the  several  members  that  compose  them. 
Examples  of  this  are  the  French  phrases,  Jesuis  k  m6me  de 
faire  telle  ou  telle  chose,  I  am  in  a  position  to  do  so 
and  so,  I  am  able  to  do  so  and  so;  Je  viens  d'arriver,  I 
have  just  arrived ;  and  the  thousand  other  arbitrary  constructions 
in  which  the  French  language  abounds. 

To  these  latter  two  linguistic  forms  the  name  of  idio^ism  has 
been  sometimes,  though  so  far  as  I  know,  not  consistently  applied, 
in  both  French  and  German,  and  we  shall  gain  much  in  deamess 
of  expression  if  we  adopt  the  distinction. 

To  recapitulate:  Let  us  say  that  idiom  may  be  employed 
loosely  and  figuratively  as  a  synonymn  of  language  or  dialect, 
but  that,  in  its  proper  sense,  it  signifies  the  totality  of  the  general 
rules  of  construction  which  characterize  the  syntax  of  a  particular 
language  and  distinguish  it  from  that  of  other  tongues.  Idiot- 
ismy  on  the  other  hand,  should  be  taken  to  denote  the  systematic 
exemption  of  particular  words,  or  combinations  of  particular 
words,  from  the  general  syntactical  rules  of  the  language  to 
which  they  belong ;  or  in  a  more  limited  sense,  we  may  apply 
the  same  term  to  phrases  not  constructed  according  to  native  ety- 
mology and  syntax,  and  whose  meaning  is  purely  arbitrary  and 
conventional,  and  then  they  would  properly  be  styled  special 
idioi/isms.  In  a  general  way,  the  idiom  of  a  language  consists  in 
those  regular  and  uniform  laws  of  grammatical  construction 
which  characterize  its  syntax ;  its  idiotism^  are  abnormal  and 
individual  departures  not  only  from  universal  grammar,  but  from 
its  own  idiom. 

I  have  illustrated  these  distinctions  by  foreign  examples,  be- 
cause the  simplicity  of  English  syntax  renders  its  peculiaritief 
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lees  palpable,  and,  in  general,  its  roles  are  little  else  than  nega- 
tive precepts,  but  there  is  room  for  the  same  discriminations  in 
onr  own  philology.  For  example,  in  English,  German,  Swedish, 
and  Danish,  the  adjective  regularly  precedes,  while  in  Italian 
and  Spanish,  it  generally  f  ollows^  the  noun.  It  is  the  idiom  of 
the  language  which  determines  the  position.  We  say  accord- 
ingly that  the  English  idiom  requires  the  adjective  to  precede  the 
substantive,  and  this  is  a  rule  which  governs  the  construction  in 
nearly  aU  cases  where  that  part  of  speech  occurs,  a  rule  distin- 
gnishing  our  syntax  from  that  of  the  Spanish  and  Italian.  So 
we  have  our  idiotisms.  For  instance,  the  phrase,  less  common  in 
American  than  in  English  books,  the  project  took  a4/r^  that  is, 
was  dimilged.  So,  the  use  of  fidp  for  refrain,  as,  I  cannot  hdp 
doing  it,  for  I  cannot  refrain  from  doing  it ;  it  tfu/ms  out  that  so 
and  so,  for,  it  is  now  ascertained  that,  &c. 

There  are  sometimes  curious,  if  not  inexplicable,  coinddences 
between  the  conventional  idiotisms  of  different  languages.  Thus, 
both  in  English  and  Gterman  we  use  to  make  over^  in  the  sense  of 
to  transfer  or  convey  the  right  of  property ;  as,  A.  made  over  to 
B.  his  house  in  Broadway.  Here  the  proper  signification  of  the 
verb  furnishes  no  dew  to  the  meaning  of  the  phrase  in  dther 
language.  In  general,  however,  phrases  of  this  conventional  sort 
are  peculiar  to  a  single  language,  and  without  literal  equivalents 
in  others.* 

The  dijficulty  of  translation  does  not  lie  in  mere  idiomatic 
differences,  for  the  expression  ^  a  beautiful  woman '  is  the  predse 

*  There  is  a  class  of  idiotisms,  apparently  derived  from  popular  proyerbt 
or  from  current  fables,  the  meaning  of  which  is  not  to  be  gathered  from  the 
proper  significations  of  the  words  that  compose  them,  and  which  seems  to  be 
conventionaL  PhUological  resesCrch  has  detected  the  origin  of  many  of  these, 
but  in  other  instances  the  reason  of  their  force  is  quite  unknown.  Two  such 
idiotisms  occur  in  a  single  triplet  in  Hudibras  : 

When  ioV^feU  out,  they  knew  not  why. 
When  hard  words,  jealousies  or  fears 
Set  men  together  hy  the  ears. 

It  will  be  observed  that  conventional  phrases  in  French,  are  for  the  most 
jMut  (though  not  without  exception)  more  gnunmatical  and  less  Inexact  than 
those  employed  in  English  and  G^man.  In  Italian  such  phrases  are  gener- 
ally vague  and  rhetorical. 
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equivalent  of  f  emina  f  ormosa,  though  the  relative  positions 
of  the  nonn  and  the  adjective  are  reversed,  nor  can  the  subtlest 
intellect  diseem  any  difference  between  the  English,  '  there  are 
birds  without  wings,'  and  the  French,  il  est,  or,  il  y  a,  des 
oiseaux  sans  ailes.    In  these  instances,  notwithstanding  the 
difference  of  position  in  one  case,  and  of  number  and  case  (des 
*   oiseaux  being  strictly  a  genitive)  in  the  other,  we  may  say  the 
translation  is  literal ;  and  even  in  those  special  idiotisms  whose 
meaning  is  conventional,  we  may  generally  find  logical  equiva- 
lents in  all  languages  of  the  same  d^ree  of  culture,  though  the 
form  of  phrase  may  be  very  different.    If  I  translate  j  e  v  i  e  n  s 
d'arriver  by,  Icome  from  to  arrive,  I  utter  nonsense,  but  if  I 
say,  I  have  just  arrived,  I  convey  the  precise  import  of  the 
French  phrase,  thou^  no  one  word  in  the  translation,  but  the 
pronoun,  grammaticany  corresponds  to  any  word  in  the  original. 
But,  in  spite  of  the  increasing  capacity  and  flexibility  of  lan- 
guage and  the  linguistic  attainments  and  dexterity  of  modem 
translators,  every  genial  idiomatic  work  will  have  peculiarities 
and  feUdties  of  expression  which  cannot  adequately  be  rendered 
into  any  other  form.    Thought,  in  every  speech,  has  its  ideas 
which  admit  of  but  one  mode  of  utterance,  and  it  is  impossible 
to  translate  such  expressions  either  into  other  tenns  of  the  same 
tongue,  or  into  the  native  words  of  another.    In  any  two  lan- 
guages there  are,  to  use  a  mathematical  plirase,  many  incom- 
mensurable quantities,  many  words  in  each  untranslatable  into 
the  other,  nor  is  it  always  possible  by  any  periphrase  to  suj>ply 
an  equivalent    Of  this  untranslatability  of  single  words,  siinplo 
and  compound,  German  offers  us  many  examples.   Take  the  verb 
ahnen  and  its  derivative  noun  Alinung:  We  use  for  tlioin, 
9U8pect,  9U9picumy  and  presentiment,  farehode  and  f<^rvM in i/. 
anticipate  and  aniicipatumy  yet  in  most  cases  these  words  fall 
far  short  of  expressing  the  precise  meaning  of  the  original ;  ami 
in  compounds,  the  faudliar  and  readily  intclligiblo  i>artiri|M'al 
adjective  en  t seel t  has  no  better  correspondent  than  tln^  u"- 
Englidi  enminated;  and  of  the  numerous  words  forintMl  >vit" 
the  prefix  n a c  h ,  as  the  verbs  and  verbal  nouns,  n  a  e  h  >v  e  h  o  n , 

nachleben,  few  can  be  adequately  translated  bv  Kngl^*'*'*  ***'" ' 
pwmdg. 

^^Oyli^Jer  hand,  notwithstanding  the  copiousness  of  0^^ 


524  FOREIGN  WORDS  TN  GERMAN.  [LsCT.  ZZYIL 


in  radicals,  and  its  great  flexibility  and  faciliiy  in  derivation  and 
composition,  it  yet  wants  legions  of  words  to  embody  ideas  &- 
miliar  to  the  mind,  and  well  expressed  by  the  tongne,  of  other 
peoples.  Heyse's  Dictionary  of  foreign  terms  nsed  in  Gherman 
contains  not  less  than  forty  thousand  words,  and  if  we  dednct 
from  these  the  proper,  and  purely  local  names,  and  those  for 
which  subs'titntes  have  recently  been  formed  from  native  roots, 
the  great  nnmber  that  still  remains  proves,  that  even  the  Teutonic 
speech,  rich  as  it  is  in  words,  is  yet  too  poor  to  live  without  bor- 
rowing largely  from  foreign  stores,  and,  of  course,  that  it  cannot, 
by  simple  translation  into  the  domestic  vocabulary,  appropriate 
to  itself  and  naturalize  all  the  products  of  alien  genius. 

As  I  have  elsewhere  remarked,  it  is  said  to  be  a  characteristio 
of  a  perfect  style  that  you  can  neither  add,  subtract,  exchange^ 
nor  transpose  a  single  word  in  a  period,  without  injury  to  the 
sense.  If  this  be  so,  how  great  must  be  the  difficulty  of  fairly 
translating  a  sentence,  where  not  only  must  every  word  be 
changed,  but  where,  from  the  difference  in  grammar  and  syntax, 
the  nmnber  and  arrangement  of  Hie  words  must  vary  in  every 
member  of  the  period.  But  the  impracticability  of  making  a 
perfect  translation  lies  less  in  the  want  of  corresponding  phrases 
and  idioms  in  different  languages,  than  in  the  hnpossibility  of 
transferring  to  foreign  words  the  associations  that  cluster  around 
the  native  vocables  which  they  attempt  to  represent.  Of  this 
difficulty  our  English  words  genUemcm^  home^  comfort^  are  in- 
stances. Not  that  every  European  country  does  not  possess  men 
of  truth,  courage,  honor,  generosity,  refinement,  and  elegance  of 
conventional  manners — ^the  Castilian  felt  that  the  Arab  had  all 
this,  when  he  said  that  his  Moslem  enemy  was  an  hidalgo,  a 
gentleman^  though  a  Moor;* — ^not  that  Continental  Europe 
knows  nothing  of  the  pious  attractions  of  the  fireside  and  the 
family  circle ;  not  that  convenience,  and  luxury,  and  taste,  are 
wanting  to  the  dwellings  of  the  wealthy  in  Grermany,  in  Italy, 
and  in  France ;  but  it  was  in  England  that  the  ideal  of  social 
grace  and  moral  excellence  in  man,  as  attributes  of  humanity 
superior  in  worth  to  the  artificial  claims  of  rank  and  conventional 
manner,  was  first  conceived,  named,  and  realized ;  it  was  in  Eng- 


*  Aunque  Moro  hijo  d'algo.— Old  Ballad. 
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land  that  the  necesaities  of  a  rade  climate,  and  the  facilities 
afforded  by  wealth  and  a  widely-extended  commerce,  at  once 
occaEdoned  and  made  poeaible  that  consnmmation  of  moral  and 
physical  domestic  enjoyment,  which  is  implied  in  the  phnuse,  ^  the 
comforts  of  an  Rnglish  homeJ  This  sacred  trio,  then,  the  three 
talismanic  words,  which,  next  to  those  still  more  immediately  be- 
longing to  the  religions,  conjngal,  parental,  and  filial  ties,  are 
the  first  in  the  Anglican  vocabnlary  of  the  heart,  are  hallowed 
by  older  memories,  gilded  by  brighter  and  more  venerable  asso- 
ciations, than  the  corresponding  terms  in  other  languages ;  and 
hence  it  is  that  their  claims  have  been  so  generally  recognized  as 
to  secure  their  adoption,  as  words  essentially  untranslatable,  into 
almost  ev^  European  tongue. 

From  these  considerations^  it  is  obvious  that  the  art  of  transla- 
tion is  not  an  ordinary  craft,  requiring  for  its  skilful  exercise  no 
other  qualification  than  a  familiarity  with  the  dictionary  and 
grammar  of  the  tongues  between  which  a  version  is  to  be  made. 
It  demands,  further,  an  intimate,  homelike  acquaintance  with  the 
national  characters,  habits,  and  associations  connected  with  both 
languages,  and  especially  such  a  complete  conmiand  of  all  the 
resources  of  the  translator's  own,  as  is  found  only  in  combination 
with  the  ability  to  conceive  and  produce,  as  well  as  to  transplant. 
Few  good  translations  have  been  made  except  by  persons  them- 
selves distinguished  as  able  writers ;  and  at  the  same  time,  there 
is  no  better  school  of  preparatory  practice,  especially  for  the  use 
of  the  poetical  dialect,  than  the  making  of  careful  translations 
from  authors  eminent  for  originality  of  thought  as  well  as  power 
of  words.* 

*  Some  years  since,  a  work  of  mine  on  Phjrsicai  (Geography  was  translated 
into  a  foreign  language  for  publication,  by  a  person  not  acquainted  with  the 
subject  treated,  and  with  imperfect  knowledge  of  the  language  of  the  original 
and  of  that  to  be  employed  in  the  translation.  The  version  was  a  literary 
curiosity.  The  gross  and  often  ludicrous  errors  amounted  to  not  less  than  six 
thousand,  or  ten  to  a  page.  Two  things  were  esjiecially  noticeable :  one  being 
the  frequent  instances  in  which  the  logical  character  of  a  period  was  reversed 
by  expressing  or  inserting  a  negative  particle ;  the  other  was  this :  I  had 
introduced  into  the  text  numerous  citations  translated  into  English  from 
French  authors,  the  French  original  not  being  given ;  these  my  translator  had 
turned  into  his  own  language,  not  only  with  general  accuracy,  but  even  with 
propriety  of  expression.    Did  the  French  idiom»  with  whidi  he  was  bettei 
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The  ancient  rhetorical  instructors  advised  their  pupils  to  prac- 
tice what  was  called  jwropArow  when  applied  to  prose,  and  metor 
phrase  with  reference  to  poetry.  They  consist  alike  in  translat- 
ing, if  I  may  thus  use  the  word,  the  master-pieces  of  great 
writers  into  other  words  in  the  same  language,  as  our  Franklin 
did  with  Addison.  Cicero,  speaking  in  the  person  of  Crassus, 
<>ondemns  the  practice,  on  the  ground  that  the  original  author 
must  be  taken  to  have  employed  the  aptest  words  and  syntax  to 
express  his  thoughts,  and  that  the  pupil  would  necessarily  acquire 
tm  inferior  style  by  attempting  to  clothe  them  in  a  different  drees. 
Quintilian,  however,  defends  paraphrase  and  metaphrase  as  use- 
ful, and  will  not  admit  the  Latin  language  to  be  so  poor  that  the 
same  thing  may  not  be  excellently  said  in  more  than  one  form  of 
expression.  Franklin  added  the  converse  of  paraphrase,  which 
I  do  not  know  that  the  ancients  practised.  He  laid  aside  his 
version  until  he  had  forgotten  the  phraseology  of  the  original, 
and  then  turned  it  back  again,  with  as  dose  a  conf ormiiy  to 
Addison's  style  as  he  was  able  to  conmiand.  Translations  &om 
foreign  languages  are  free  from  the  objection  which  Cicero  urges 
against  paraphrase  in  the  same ;  and,  in  compelling  a  dose  ex- 
amination of  the  precise  meaning  of  the  original,  and  aiding  in 
attaining  to  a  conmiand  over  the  vocabulary  of  our  own  tongue, 
their  advantages  are  equally  great.  As  a  means  of  acquiring  a 
knowledge  of  foreign  languages,  translation,  combined  with  re- 
trauslation,  is,  I  believe,  the  very  best  of  exercises,  except  actual 
and  extensive  daily  practice  in  speaking.  It  was  by  this  method, 
chiefly,  that  Queen  Elizabeth  became  so  good  a  classical  scholar. 
Koger  Ascham,  her  tutor,  says :  "  After  the  first  declining  of  a 
nowne  and  a  verbe,  she  never  toke  yet  Qreeke  nor  Latin  gram- 
mar in  her  hand ;  but  only  by  double  translating  of  Demosthenes 
and  Isocrates,  dailie,  without  missing,  every  f  orenone,  and  like- 
wise some  part  of  Tullie  every  aftemone,  for  the  space  of  a  yeare 
or  two,  hath  atteyned  to  soch  a  perfit  understanding  in  botli  the 
tonges,  and  to  such  a  readie  utterance  of  the  Latin,*  and  that 

acquainted  than  with  English,  make  itself  apparent  through  the  disguise  of  a 
foreign  speech,  and  modify  my  English  style  so  as  to  make  it  more  intelligible 
to  him  ? 

*  It  must  be  remembered  that  the  facility  here  spoken  of  refers  to  a  dead 
language.    Had  Queen  Elizabeth  been  called  upon  to  sustain  a  oonversation 
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with  sndi  a  judgement,  as  they  be  fewe  iu  nomber  in  both  the 
UniversitieB,  or  els  where  in  Englande,  that  be  in  both  tonges, 
comparable  with  her  majestie."  We  may  be  permitted  to  doubt 
whether  Ascham's  account  of  the  progress  of  his  royal  pupil  is 
not  a  little  overcharged ;  bat,  in  any  event,  it  indicates  an  in- 
dustry and  a  perseverance  not  common  in  personages  of  so  ex- 
alted a  rank,  in  any  age  or  country. 

As  a  means  of  acquiring  a  ready  and  wide  command  of  our 
native  speech,  the  practice  of  extemporaneous  translation,  of 
reading  ofE  into  English  a  book  or  a  newspaper  in  a  foreign  lan- 
guage, is  perhaps  the  very  best,  except  the  habit  of  extemporane- 
ous speaking  and  constant  social  intercourse  with  different  classes 

with  Cicero,  he  would  probably  have  placed  a  lower  estimate  upon  her  know- 
ledge of  coUoquial  Latin  than  did  her  learned  tutor.  There  are  perhaps  few 
subjects  upon  which  one  deceives  one's  self  and  one's  friends  more  readily 
than  as  regards  real  knowledge  of  a  foreign  tongue.  "  I  cannot  speak  it,  but 
I  understand  it,"  is  a  common  phrase  with  those  who  have  perhaps  sufficient 
acquaintance  with  a  language  to  make  out  the  subject  of  a  conversation,  but 
who  would  at  the  same  time  utterly  mistake  the  drift  of  it  An  old  friend  of 
mine,  who  insisted  that  he  perfectly  understood  whatever  was  said  in  Italian, 
having  had  some  altercation  with  his  landlord  about  his  biU,  came  to  me  in 
great  excitement,  saying :  "  The  fellow  has  attached  my  horses  and  says  I 
cannot  proceed  on  my  journey."  On  inquiry  it  turned  out  that  the  landlord 
had  simply  said — '  the  gentleman's  horses  were  atUicati  and  that  his  carriage 
was  ready.'  A  long  training  of  the  ear  can  alone  enable  a  person  to  appre- 
ciate with  nicety  the  sounds,  and  to  distinguish  with  rapidity  the  words,  of  a 
foreign  language.  Even  when  this  has  been  so  far  accomplished  as  to  allow 
one  to  speak  the  new  tongue  with  fluency,  there  is  still  much  to  be  learned. 
Italians  have  a  very  remarkable  aptitude  for  the  acquisition  of  foreign  lan- 
guages, even  of  those  the  most  disparate  from  their  own.  I  have  known 
many  persons  of  that  nation  who  spoke  English  with  almost  absolute  perfec- 
tion, and  who  yet,  when  listening  to  the  conversation  of  a  fellow-countryman 
in  that  language,  made  gross  mistakes  in  judging  of  his  ability  to  use  it. 

I  once  complimented  an  English  lady  on  the  ease  with  which  she  spoke 
Qerman.  She  smiled  and  said  :  "  I  will  tell  you  a  secret ;  I  could  only  stum- 
ble pitiably  through  a  German  sentence,  till  one  day  I  resolved  to  perplex 
myself  no  longer  with  der,  cUe,  &c.,  or  any  of  their  cases,  but  to  stick  firmly 
to  das.  Now  I  say  daa  for  all  the  articles,  pronouns,  etc.,  and  nobody  seems 
to  have  found  me  out." 

I  have  derived  much  amusement  from  the  mistakes  of  foreigners  in  speak- 
ing English,  but  it  is  a  source  of  proud  gratification  to  me  that  I  owe  them 
nothing.  I  have  paid  them  in  kind.  I  am  sure  that  in  my  own  awkward  at 
tempts  to  speak  Uieir  languages,  I  have  made  as  good  blunders  as  any  I  have 
ever  seen  or  heard  from  them. 
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in  life.  Bat  translatioii  lias  an  important  advantage  over  mere 
vernacular  practice.  Men  who  speak  mnch,  having  only  their 
own  thoughts  to  express,  frame  for  themselves  a  comparative] j 
narrow  vocabnlary  and  syntax,  and  acquire  a  wearisome  manner- 
ism of  style,  from  which  they  seldom  succeed  in  emancipating 
themselves.  If  we  listen  often  to  a  particular  speaker,  we  rarely 
fail  to  notice  that  he  has  not  only  his  pet  words,  but  a  set  of  ex- 
pletives, stereotyped  phrases,  and  favorite  maxims,  which  he 
mechanically  throws  in,  in  the  same  way,  and  much  for  the  same 
purpose,  as  the  popular  bards  hmnmed  a  burden  at  the  end  of 
every  stanza,  while  summoning  their  memory  or  their  invention 
to  help  them  out  ivith  the  next  verse.  The  practice  of  extem- 
poraneous translation  forces  us  into  new  trains  of  thought,  de- 
manding new  forms  of  phrase ;  lifts  us  otU  qf  ths  rui,  (to  use  an 
expressive  colloquialism,)  and  confers  the  power  of  readily  calling 
up  familiar  or  less  habitual  words  and  combinations ;  thus  both 
enlarging  our  effective  vocabulary,  and  securing  us  against  con- 
tracting a  restricted  personal  dialect  which  is  not  only  repulsive 
to  our  hearers,  but  which  reacts  injuriously  on  our  own  origi- 
nality and  variety  of  thought* 

*  Dr.  Johnson  complains  of  translations  from  foreign  literatures,  as  one  of 
the  most  fertile  sources  of  corruption  in  language.  I  doubt  whether  English 
has  suffered  much  from  this  cause ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the  attempts  at  a 
strict  literal  rendering  of  the  original  text  in  English,  from  the  time  of  Here- 
ford to  the  present  day,  have  enriched  both  our  vocabulary  and  our  syntax 
with  many  words  and  combinations  which  we  could  iU  afford  to  dispense 
with.  Indeed,  so  far  from  introducing  an  extravagant  number  of  foreign 
words  and  phrases,  translation  has  led  to  the  formation  of  many  happy  native 
compounds  and  derivatives,  which  would  hardly  have  been  struck  out  except 
in  the  search  for  vernacular  equivalents  of  foreign  expressions. 


LECTURE  XXVIII. 

THB  ENGLISH  BIBLB.* 

Thb  reyised  version  of  the  Bible,  now  in  general  use  wherever 
the  English  tongae  is  spoken,  was  executed  by  order  of  King 
James  I.,  and  was  completed  and  published  in  the  year  1611.  A 
comparison  of  the  styles  of  the  Preface  and  the  text  with  con- 
temporaneous and  earlier  English  literature,  shows  that  the  trans- 
lation was  taken  chiefly  from  older  versions,  and  that  its  dialect 
was  not  that  of  the  current  English  of  its  time. 

Its  relations  to  the  English  language  are,  for  a  variety  of  rea- 
sons, more  important  than  those  of  any  other  volume;  and  it 
may  be  said,  with  no  less  truth,  that  no  Continental  translation 
has  occupied  an  equally  influential  position  in  the  philology  and 
the  literature  of  the  language  to  which  it  belongs.  The  English 
Bible  has  been  more  universally  read,  more  familiarly  known  and 
understood,  by  those  who  use  its  speech,  than  any  other  version, 
old  or  new.  In  the  sixteenth  century,  the  English  people  were 
more  generally  and  more  thoroughly  protestantized  than  any 
other  nation,  and,  of  course,  among  them  the  Bible  had  a  freer 
and  more  diffused  circulation  than  it  had  ever  attained  elsewhere ; 
for  though,  in  individual  German  States,  the  reformed  religion 
soon  became  the  exclusive  faith  of  the  people,  yet  those  States 
formed  but  a  portion  of  the  Gtermanic  nation.  Although,  there- 
fore, the  philological  as  well  as  the  religious  influence  of  Luther's 
translation  was  very  great,  yet  it  only  indirectly  and  incidentally 
affected  the^  speech  of  that  great  multitude  of  Teutons  who 
neither  accepted  the  creed  of  Luther,  nor  made  use  of  his 
version.        ^ 


•  According  to  Wattenbach,  p.  101  et  9eq,,  the  word  Bible  is  not  derived 
from  the  Greek  fiiphovy  but  from  ptfiXiorexa^  a  common  designation,  in  the 
Middle  Ages,  for  collections  of  different  works  or  treatises  bound  together  in 
one  or  more  volumes. 
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Again :  the  discussion  of  the  principles  of  the  Bef  ormation 
and  of  their  collateral  results,  as  a  living  practical  question,  con- 
nected not  only  with  men's  hopes  of  a  future  life,  but,  through 
civil  government,  with  their  dearest  interests  in  this,  was  longer 
continued  in  England  than  in  any  other  European  State.  The 
Puritan  movement  kept  the  debate  alive  in  Great  Britain 
long  after  the  wordy  war  was  ended,  and  men  had  resorted  to  the 
last  argument  of  Kings,  in  the  Continental  nations.  From  the 
year  1611,  the  Bible  in  King  James's  version  was  generally  ap- 
pealed to  as  the  last  resort  in  all  fundamental  questions  botih  of 
church  and  state ;  for  even  those  Protestant  denominations  which 
gave  the  greatest  weight  to  tradition,  allowed  the  paramount 
authority  of  Scripture,  and  admitted  that  traditions  irreconcilable 
with  the  words  of  that  volume  were  not  of  binding  force.  From 
the  accession  of  Elizabeth,  therefore,  and  more  especially  from 
that  of  James,  until  the  Acts  of  Uniformity  early  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  II.  for  a  time  extinguished  the  religious  liberties  of  Eng- 
land, the  theological  and  political  questions,  which  most  concern 
man's  interests  in  this  world  and  his  happiness  in  that  which  is 
to  come,  were  perpetually  presented  to  every  thinking  English- 
man, as  points  which  he  not  only  might,  but  must,  decide  for 
himself  at  his  peril  and  by  lights  drawn,  directly  or  indirectly, 
from  the  one  source  of  instruction  to  which  all  appealed  as  the 
final  arbiter.  For  these  reasons,  the  Bible  became  known  to  the 
mind,  and  incorporated  into  the  heart  and  the  speech,  of  the 
Anglican  people  to  a  greater  extent  than  any  other  book  ever 
entered  into  the  life  of  man,  with  the  possible  exceptions  of  the 
Hebrew  Scriptures,  the  Homeric  poems,  and  the  Arabic  Koran. 

Although  particular  points  in  the  authorized  version  were 
objected  to  by  the  more  zealous  partisans  on  both  sides  of  the 
controversy  respectively,  and  though  the  English  Prayer-Book 
continued  to  employ  an  older  translation  in  the  passages  of  scrip- 
ture introduced  into  that  ritual,  yet  the  new  revision  commended 
itself  so  generally  to  the  sound  judgment  of  all  parties,  that  in  a 
generation  or  two  it  superseded  all  others,  and  has  now,  for  more 
than  two  centuries,  maintained  its  position  as  an  oracular  expzes- 
sion  of  religious  truth,  and  at  the  same  time  as  the  first  classic  of 
our  literature — ^the  highest  exemplar  of  purity  and  beauty  ol 
language  existing  in  our  speech. 
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Those  who  aaeent  to  the  views  which  have  been  so  often  ex 
pressed  in  these  lectnres,  respecting  the  reciprocal  relations  be* 
tween  words,  individual  or  combined,  and  mental  action,  will 
admit  that  the  influence  upon  the  intellectual  character  of  the 
Anglican  people,  not  of  Christian  doctrine  alone,  but  of  the 
verbal  form  in  which  that  doctrine  has  been  embodied,  can  hardly 
be  over-estimated.  Modem  philologists,  Europeans  even,  have  not 
been  the  first  to  discover  the  close  relation  which  subsists  between 
formulas,  the  ipsissima  verba  of  the  apostle,  and  the  faith  he 
proclaims.  The  believing  Jew  reads  the  Pentateuch  not  only  in 
ite  origmal  tongue,  but,  as  he  supposes,  in  a  form  approximating 
to  the  very  inflectional  and  accentual  utterance  with  which  its 
revelations  fell  from  the  lips  of  Moses ;  and  the  pious  Moslem 
allows  no  translation,  no  modernization,  of  the  precepts  of  the 
Prophet,  but  contends  that  the  inspired  words  of  the  Koran  have 
survived,  unchanged,  the  lapse  of  twelve  centuries.  There  is 
littie  doubt  that  the  immutability  of  form  in  the  sacred  codes  of 
these  nations  is  one  of  the  most  important  among  the  causes 
which  have  given  their  religions  such  a  rooted,  tenacious  hold 
upon  the  minds  and  hearts  of  those  who  profess  them ;  and  the 
same  remark  applies  with  almost  equal  force  to  the  modem 
Greeks,  who,  in  their  religious  services,  employ  the  ori^nal  text, 
and  to  the  Armenians,  who  use  a  very  ancient  translation  of  the 
New  Testament.  In  like  manner,  the  strict  adherence  of  the 
Komish  church  to  the  Vulgate,  and  to  ancient  forms  of  speech, 
in  all  the  reUgionB  uses  of  language,  is  one  of  the  great  elemente 
of  strength  on  which  the  Papacy  relies. 

The  Hebrew  and  the  Arab,  the  Brahmin  and  the  Buddhist, 
the  Oriental  and  the  Latin  Christian,  inherit,  with  the  blood  of 
their  ancestors,  if  not  precisely  the  popular  speech,  at  least  the 
sacred  dialect  of  their  legislators  and  their  prophets;  but  the 
Greek  and  Latin  languages  were  too  remote  from  the  speech  of 
the  Gothic  nations,  to  have  ever  served  as  a  vehicle  for  imparting 
popular  instruction  of  any  sort  among  those  tribes.  Hence,  the 
earliest  missionaries  to  the  Germanic  and  Scandinavian  nations 
learned  to  address  them  in  the  vernacular  tongue :  portions,  more 
or  less  complete,  of  the  Scriptures  and  of  other  religious  books, 
were  very  early  translated  into  the  Northern  dialects ;  and  every 
man  who  adopted  Ghristianity,  and  the  culture  which  everywhere 
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accompanied  it,  imbibed  its  precepts  through  the  accents  of  his 
own  particular  maternal  speech.  Accordingly,  thongh  English 
Protestantism  has  long  had  its  one  unchanged  standard  of  faith, 
common  to  all  who  use  the  English  speech,  yet  'PmynssTAjsrt 
Ohristicmity^  from  the  number  and  diversity  of  the  languages  it 
embraces,  has  no  such  point  of  union,  no  common  formulas ;  and 
this  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  English  people,  with  all  their 
nominal  divisions  and  multitudinous  visible  organizations,  have 
not  split  up  into  such  a  wide  variety  and  so  extreme  a  range  of 
actual  opinion,  as  have  the  Protestants  of  the  Continent.  What- 
ever theories,  therefore,  may  be  entertained  respecting  the  evils 
of  a  rigorous  national  conformity  to  particular  symbols— what- 
ever  views  may  be  held  with  regiu^  to  the  growth,  progress,  and 
fluctuations  of  language — ^both  the  theologian  and  the  philologist 
will  admit,  that  a  certain  degree  of  permanence  in  the  standards 
of  religious  faith  and  of  granmiatical  propriety  is  desirable.  The 
authorized  version  of  the  Bible  satisfies  this  reasonable  conservsr 
tism  on  both  points ;  and  it  is,  therefore,  a  matter  of  much  liter- 
ary as  well  as  religious  interest,  that  it  should  remain  intact,  so 
long  as  it  continues  able  to  discharge  the  functions  which  have 
been  appointed  to  it  as  a  spiritual  and  a  philological  instructor. 

I  do  not  propose  any  inquiry  into  its  fidelity  simply  as  a  pres- 
entation of  the  doctrinal  precepts  of  Christianity,  both  because 
such  a  discussion  would  here  be  inappropriate,  and  because  the 
general  accuracy  of  the  version  is  so  well  established,  that  it  is 
hardly  questioned  by  those  who  are  most  zealous  for  a  revision 
of  its  dialect.  Considered  simply  as  a  composition,  however,  its 
relations  to  our  literature,  and  to  the  social  and  moral  interests  of 
the  Anglican  family,  are  well  worthy  of  examination.  In  the 
first  place,  then,  the  dialect  of  this  translation  was  not,  at  the 
time  of  the  revision,  or  indeed  at  any  other  period,  the  actual 
current  book-language,  nor  was  it  the  colloquial  speech  of  the 
English  people.  Tms  is  a  point  of  much  importance,  because 
the  contrary  opinion  has  been  almost  universally  taken  for 
granted ;  and  hence  very  mistaken  views  have  been,  and  still  are, 
entertained  respecting  the  true  relations  of  the  diction  of  that 
version  to  the  national  tongue.  It  was  an  assemblage  of  the  best 
forms  of  expression  applicable  to  the  communication  of  religious 
tru.th  that  then  existed,  or  had  existed  in  any  and  all  the  succes- 
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sive  stages  through  which  English  had  passed  in  its  entire  history. 
Fuller,  indeed,  informs  us  that  when  a  boy,  he  waa  told  by  a  day- 
laborer  of  Northamptonshire,  that  the  version  in  question  agreed 
nearly  with  the  dialect  of  his  county ;  but,  though  it  may  have 
more  closely  resembled  the  language  of  that  shire,  and  though  it 
certainly  most  nearly  approximated  to  the  popular  speech  in 
those  parts  of  the  realm  where  English  was  best  spoken,  yet, 
when  it  appeared,  it  was  by  no  means  regarded  as  an  embodi- 
ment of  the  every-day  language  of  the  time.  On  the  contrary, 
its  archaisms,  its  rejection  of  the  Latinisms  of  the  Bhemish  Bo- 
manist  version,  and  its  elevation  above  the  vulgarisms  of  the 
market  and  the  kitchen,  were  assailed  by  the  same  objections 
which  are  urged  against  it  at  the  present  moment. 

The  position  of  the  revisers  and  of  their  public  was  entirely 
different  from  that  of  Luther  and  the  German  people,  when  the 
great  Bef ormer  undertook  the  task  of  giving  his  countrymen  the 
Bible  in  their  own  tongue ;  and,  accordingly,  very  different  prin- 
ciples were  properly  adopted  by  the  German  and  the  English 
translators.  German  bibles  indeed  existed  before  Luther,  but 
they  were  too  strongly  marked  with  dialectic  peculiarities — too 
incorrect  and  too  much  tinctured  with  Bomish  opinion — ^to  serve 
even  as  the  foxmdation  of  a  revision;  and  they  had  not  been 
widely  enough  circulated  to  have  diffused  among  the  people  any 
familiar  acquaintance  with  the  contents  of  the  sacred  volume. 
The  aim  of  Luther  was  to  give  to  the  high  and  the  low  of  the 
Teutonic  race  access  to  the  authority  on  which  he  based  his  doc- 
trines, in  a  form  for  the  first  time  generally  intelligible,  and 
scrupulously  faithful  to  the  original  text.  He  had  before  him  no 
repository  of  a  sacred,  and  yet  universally  understood,  phrase- 
ology ;  and,  as  a  teacher  of  the  people,  he  could  only  make  him- 
self comprehended  by  using  the  dialect  which  was  the  familiar 
every-day  speech  of  the  largest  portion  of  the  people  of  his 
native  land.  Hence,  bs  he  says  himself,  he  composed  the  phrase- 
ology he  adopted,  out  of  the  living  vocabulary  which  he  heard 
employed  around  him  in  the  street,  the  market,  the  field,  and  the 
workshop,  and  formed  a  diction  out  of  elements  common  to  the 
speech  of  the  whole  Germanic  race.  The  translation  of  Luther 
was,  no  doubt,  most  readily  intelligible  in  the  provinces  where  he 
had  acquired  his  own  vernacular ;  but  it  was  so  thoroughly  idi- 
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omatic,  so  penetrated  with  the  fundamental  gpirit  of  the  Teutonic 
speech,  that  it  soon  obtained  a  wide  circulation,  and  was  easily 
understood  in  provinces  whose  popular  dialect  appeared  to  be 
very  discrepant  from  that  of  Luther.  Low-German  retranslar 
tions  of  this  version,  indeed,  were  published,  but  they  did  not 
long  continue  in  use;  and  for  nearly  three  centuries  Luther's 
text  has  been  the  only  one  employed  in  religious  teaching  in 
Protestant  Germany,  however  widely  the  local  speech  may  differ 
from  it."^  To  secure  its  first  introduction  to  masses  ignorant  of 
the  Bible  and  without  a  consecrated  dialect,  it  was  necessary  that 
it  should  be  clothed  in  words  most  readily  intelligible  to  those 
whom  Luther  desired  to  reach ;  but,  that  extreme  familiarity  of 
diction  is  not  a  permanent  necessity  in  religious  instruction,  is 
shown  by  the  fact  that  that  version,  and  with  it  the  High-German 
dialect,  have  become  almost  the  sole  vehicle  for  the  dissemination 
of  Protestant  Christianity  wherever  any  branch  of  the  Teutonic 
tongue  is  spoken. 

Kot  only  is  the  High-German  translation  universally  read,  but 
with  few  exceptions,  pulpit  and  catechetical  instruction  is  con- 
veyed in  High-Gterman  throughout  the  Platt-Deutsch  or  Low- 
German  provinces ;  and  we  learn  from  Kohl,  that  even  in  the 
Frisic  districts,  where  classical  German  is  almost  a  foreign  tongue, 
the  peasantry  both  comprehend  the  High-German  of  their  pastors, 
and  habitually  employ  its  vocabulary  themselves  in  relation  to  all 
religious  topics,  though  not  able  to  converse  in  it  fluently  on 
other  subjects. 

The  translators,  or  rather  the  revisers,  of  the  English  Bible  of 
1611  and  the  British  people  stood,  as  I  have  said,  in  a  totally 
diflferent  relation  to  each  other.  These  translators  were  not  the 
teachers  of  a  new  doctrine ;  the  public  they  addressed  were  not 
neophytes,  nor  strangers  to  the  contents  or  the  phraseology  of  the 
volume  now  again  to  be  spread  before  them.  England  had  been 
Protestant,  already,  for  almost  three-fourths  of  a  century ;  and 
there  were  comparatively  few  of  the  English  people  who  had 
not  been  taught  the  precepts  of  that  faith,  and  made  familiar 
with  its  oracles  in  their  very  cradle,  through  the  translations  of 

*  The  latest  Platt-Deutsch  version  was,  I  believe,  that  of  Bugenhagen,  from 
Luther's  Hoch-Deutsch  translation,  and  was  published,  with  annotations,  at 
Magdeburg,  1545.    1  vol  folio. 
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Tyndale,  Coverdale,  and  others^  which  were  made  the  basis,  and 
famished  the  staple^  of  the  new  recension.  Hence  the  doctrines 
and  the  diction  of  the  New  Testament,  which  thej  found  nearly 
michanged  in  that  recension,  had  become  abnost  a  part  of  their 
very  consdousness ;  and  there  was  no  occasion  to  exchange,  for  a 
more  conmion  or  a  more  artificial  speech,  the  forms  of  words  in 
which  they  had  already  learned  whatever  of  most  saered  Prot- 
estantism  and  the  Protestant  Bible  had  to  teach.  Wyclifie  and 
his  school  in  the  fourteenth,  Tyndale  early  in  the  sixteenth, 
Ooverdale,  Cranmer,  the  Genevan,  and  other  translators  at  a  later 
period  in  the  same  century,  had  gradually  built  up  a  consecrated 
diction,  which,  though  not,  as  it  certainly  was  not,  composed  of  a 
vulgar  vocabulary,  was,  nevertheless,  in  that  religioas  age,  as  per- 
fectly intelligible  to  every  Eufi^lish  Protestant  as  the  words  of  the 

In  fact,  with  here  and  there  an  exception,  the  difEerence  be- 
tween Tyndale's  Kew  Testament  and  that  of  1611,  is  scarcely 
greater  than  is  f  oxmd  between  any  two  manuscript  copies  of  most 
modem  works  which  have  undergone  frequent  transcription; 
and  Tyndale's,  Ooverdale's,  Cranmer's,  the  Bishops',  the  Genevan, 
and  the  standard  version,  coincide  so  nearly  with  each  other, 
both  in  sense  and  in  phraseology,  that  we  may  hear  whole  chap- 
ters of  any  of  them  read  without  noticing  that  they  deviate  from 
the  text  to  which  we  have  always  been  accustomed.  When,  then, 
we  study  our  Testaments,  we  are  in  most  cases  perusing  the 
identical  words  penned  by  the  martyr  Tyndale  nearly  three  hun- 
dred and  fifty  years  ago ;  and  hitherto  the  language  of  English 
Protestant  faith  and  doctrine  may  fairly  be  said  to  have  under- 
gone no  change. 

I  remarked  that  the  dialect  of  the  authorized  version  was  not 
the  popular  English  of  the  time,  but  simply  a  revision  of  older 
translations.  It  is  almost  equally  true,  that  the  diction  of  Wycliffe 
and  of  Tyndale  was  not  lliat  of  the  secular  literature  of  their 
times.  The  language  of  Wycliffe's  Testament  differs  nearly  as 
much  from  even  the  religious  prose  writings  of  his  contemporary 

•  The  difference  in  style  between  the  tranalations  of  the  Apocryphal  and  the 
Canonical  Books  has  been  much  discussed,  but  never,  so  far  as  I  know,  satis- 
factorily explained. 
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and  follower,  Ohaucer,  as  does  that  of  our  own  Bible  from  the 
best  models  of  literary  composition  in  the  present  day ;  and  it  is 
a  still  more  remarkable  and  important  fact,  that  the  style,  which 
Wycliffe  himself  employs  in  his  controversial  and  other  original 
works,  is  a  very  different  one  from  that  in  which  he  clothed  his 
translation.  This  circumstance  seems  to  give  some  countenance 
to  the  declaration  of  Sir  Thomas  More,  otherwise  improbable, 
that  there  existed  English  Bibles  long  before  Wydifie;  and 
hence  we  might  suppose  that  his  labors  and  those  of  his  school 
were  confined  to  the  revision  of  still  earlier  versions.  But  al- 
though English  paraphrases,  mostly  metrical,  of  different  parts  of 
the  Bible  were  executed  at  the  very  commencement  of  our  litera- 
ture, yet  there  is  no  sufficient  ground  to  believe  that  there  were 
any  prose  translations  of  such  extent  and  fidelity  as  to  serve  for 
a  basis  of  revision ;  and  the  oldest  known  complete  translation 
of  the  Old  Testament,  the  earlier  text  in  the  late  Oxford  edition 
of  the  Wydiffe  versions,  has  very  much  the  aspect  of  a  first 
essay. 

This,  down  to  the  twentieth  verse  of  the  third  chapter  of 
Baruch,  is  believed  to  have  been  the  work  of  Nicolas  de  Hereford, 
a  coadjutor  of  Wycliffe — ^the  remainder  of  the  Old  Testament, 
and  the  whole  of  tiie  New  having  been,  as  there  is  good  jause  to 
believe,  translated  by  Wycliffe  himself.*  Purvey's  recension, 
executed  very  soon  after,  is  a  great  improvement  upon  Hereford, 
who  closely  followed  the  Latinisms  of  the  Vulgate ;  but  Purvey 
founded  his  diction  upon  that  of  Wycliffe,  and  the  philological 
difference  between  the  two  is  by  no  means  important. 

The  difference  between  the  version  of  Wycliffe  and  that  of 
Tyndale  was  occasioned  partly  by  the  change  of  the  language  in 
the  course  of  two  centuries,  and  partly  by  the  difference  of  the 
texts  from  which  they  translated ;  and  from  these  two  causes,  the 


*  The  preface  to  the  Oxford  edition  of  the  Wyclifflte  versions  very  satisfac- 
torily disposes  of  most  of  the  questions  connected  with  the  authorship  of  the 
different  translations  which  appeared  in  the  fourteenth  century,  though  the 
internal  evidence  in  support  of  the  opinion,  which  ascribes  to  Wycliffe  the 
completion  of  Hereford's  translation  of  the  Old  TjBstament  does  not  seem  to 
me  very  conclusive.  Much  information  on  the  translations  of  the  sixteenth 
century  will  be  found  in  the  Historical  Account  prefixed  to  Bagster's  Hexapla, 
London,  1841,  and  the  authorities  there  referred  to. 
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discrepanciefi  between  the  two  versionB  are  much  greater  than 
those  between  Tyndale's,  which  was  completed  in  1526,  and  the 
standard  version  which  appeared  only  eighty-five  years  later. 
Nevertheless,  the  influence  of  WycliflEe  upon  Tyndale  is  too  pal- 
pable to  be  mistaken,  and  it  cannot  be  disguised  by  the  grammat- 
ical differences,  which  are  the  most  important  points  of  discrep- 
ancy between  them.  If  we  reduce  the  orthography  of  both  to 
the  same  standard,  conform  the  inflections  of  the  fourteenth  to 
those  of  the  sixteenth  century,  and  make  the  other  changes  which 
would  suggest  themselves  to  an  Englishman  translating  from  the 
Greek  instead  of  from  the  Vulgate,*  we  shall  find  a  much  greater 
resemblance  between  the  two  versions  than  a  similar  process  would 
produce  between  secular  authors  of  the  periods  to  which  they  re- 
spectively belong.  Tyndale  is  merely  a  full-grown  Wycliffe,  and 
his  recension  of  the  New  Testament  is  just  what  his  great  prede- 
cessor would  have  made  it,  had  he  awaked  again  to  see  the 
dawn  of  that  glorious  day  of  which  his  own  life  and  labors  kindled 
the  morning  twUight  Not  only  does  Tyndale  retain  the  general 
grammatical  structure  of  the  older  version,  but  most  of  its  felicit- 
ous verbal  combinations ;  and,  what  is  more  remarkable,  he  pre- 
serves even  the  rhythmic  flow  of  its  periods,  which  is  again 
repeated  in  the  recension  of  1611.  Wycliffe,  then,  must  be 
considered  as  having  originated  the  diction  and  phraseology, 
which,  for  five  centuries,  have  constituted  the  consecrated  dialect 
of  the  English  speech ;  and  Tyndale,  as  having  given  to  it  that 
finish  and  perfection  which  have  so  admirably  adapted  it  to  the 
expression  of  religious  doctrine  and  sentiment,  and  to  the  narra- 
tion of  the  remarkable  series  of  historical  facts  which  are  recorded 
in  the  Christian  Scriptures.t    If  we  compare  Tyndale's  New 

*  The  dialect  of  the  Vulgate  had  more  Influence  on  the  style  of  the  transla- 
tion here  discussed  than  I  have  credited  it  with  in  the  text. 

f  The  flrst  of  the  Rules  prescribed  to  the  revisers  by  King  James  was  this : 
"  The  ordinary  Bible  read  in  the  Church,  commonly  called  the  BUihaps*  B&de, 
to  be  followed,  and  as  little  altered  as  the  original  will  pennW*  The  four- 
teenth Rule  was :  "  These  Translations  to  be  used,  when  they  agree  better  with 
the  text  than  the  Bishops'  Bible,  viz.,  Tyndale's,  Matthew's,  Coverdale's, 
Whitchurch,  (Jeneva."    Fuller,  Church  Hist.,  book  x.,  sec.  iii.  §  1. 

But  the  Bishops'  Bible,  and,  indeed,  all  the  others  named,  were  founded 
upon  Tyndale ;  and,  especially  in  point  of  general  diction,  depart  very  little 
from  his  rendering. 
23* 
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Testament  with  the  works  of  his  contemporaries,  Lord  Bemen 
and  Sir  Thomas  More,  or  the  authorized  version  with  the  prose 
of  Shakespeare,  and  Baleigh,  and  Bacon,  and  other  writers  of  the 
same  date,  we  shall  find  very  nearly,  if  not  quite,  as  great  a  dif- 
ference in  all  the  essentials  of  their  diction,  as  between  the  author- 
ized version  and  the  best  written  narratives  or  theological  discus- 
sions of  the  present  day.  But  notwithstanding  this  diversity,  the 
language  of  the  authorized  translation,  as  a  religious  dialect,  is  and 
always  has  been  very  familiar  to  the  English  people ;  and  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  avow  my  conviction  that  if  any  body  of  scholars,  of 
competent  Greek  and  Hebrew  learning,  were  now  to  undertake, 
not  a  revision  of  the  existing  version,  but  a  new  translation 
f oxmded  on  the  principle  of  employing  the  current  phrasedbgj 
of  the  day,  it  would  be  found  much  less  intelligible  to  the  mass 
of  Englii^-speaking  people  than  the  standard  version  at  this  mo- 
ment is.  If  the  Bible  is  less  understood  than  it  was  at  earlier 
periods,  which  I  by  no  means  believe,  it  is  because  it  is  less  studied ; 
and  the  true  remedy  is,  not  to  lower  its  tone  to  a  debased  standard 
of  intelligence,  but  to  educate  the  understandings  of  the  Anglican 
people  up  to  the  comprehension  of  the  purest  and  most  idiomatic 
forms  of  expression  which  belong  to  their  mother-tongue. 

The  general  result  of  a  comparison  between  the  diction  of  the 
English  Bible  and  that  of  the  secular  literature  of  England,  is,  that 
we  have  had,  from  the  very  dawn  of  our  literature,  a  sacred  and 
a  profane  dialect,  the  former  eminently  native,  idiomatic,  ver- 
nacular, and  permanent,  the  latter  composite,  heterogeneous,  irr^ 
ular,  and  fluctuating ;  the  one  pure,  natural,  and  expressive,  the 
other  mixed,  and  comparatively  distorted  and  conventionaL 

It  is  unfortunate  that  an  unwise  economy,  which  has  been  too 
often  observed  in  reprinting  the  scriptures,  should,  in  the  common 
editions,  have  omitted  the  Translators'  Address  to  the  Reader ; 
though  it  must  be  allowed  that  that  address  by  no  means  acknow- 
ledges the  full  extent  of  the  obligations  which  the  revisers  were 
under  to  earlier  laborers  in  the  same  field.  The  reason  of  this 
silence  was  that  the  older  translations  were  in  every  man's  hands, 
and  the  fact  that  the  new  edition  was  but  an  adaptation  of  them 
was  too  notorious  to  need  to  be  stated  in  detail ;  it  is  nevertheless 
singular  that  not  one  of  the  former  English  versions  should  have 
been  referred  to  by  name.     The  revisers  content  themselves  with 
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this  general  statement :  '^  We  never  thought  from  the  beginnings 
that  we  should  need  to  make  a  new  translation,  nor  yet  to  make 
of  a  bad  one  a  good  one,  but  to  make  a  good  one  better,  or  out  of 
many  good  ones  one  principal  good  one,  not  justly  to  be  excepted 
against ;  that  hath  beene  our  endeavor,  that  our  marke."  And 
most  successful  were  they  in  attaining  to  that  mark,  in  embody- 
ing in  their  revision  the  result  of  the  labors  of  many  generations, 
and  of  hundreds  of  scholars,  and  in  making  it  a  summing  up  of 
the  linguistic  equations  solved  in  three  centuries  of  Biblical  ex- 
position, an  anthology  of  all  the  beauties  developed  in  the  lan- 
guage during  its  whole  historical  existence. 

Such  is  the  general  history  and  character  of  the  received  ver- 
sion. But  what  are  its  relations,  past  and  present,  to  the  lan- 
guage of  which  it  is  the  purest  and  most  beautiful  example  i  I 
have  said  its  diction  was  not  the  colloquial  or  literary  dialect  of 
any  period  of  the  English  language.  It  is  even  now  scarcely 
further  removed  from  the  current  phraseology  of  life  and  of 
books  than  it  was  two  hundred  years  since.  The  subsequent 
movement  of  the  English  speech  has  not  been  in  a  right  line  of 
recession  from  the  scriptural  dialect.  It  has  been  rather  a  curve 
of  revolution  around  it.  "Were  it  not  carrying  the  metaphor  too 
far,  I  would  say  it  is  an  elliptical  curve,  and  that  the  speech  of 
England  has  now  been  brought  by  it  much  nearer  to  that  great 
solar  centre,  that  focus  of  genial  warmth  and  cheerful  Ught,  than 
it  was  a  century  ago,  when  hmidreds  of  words  in  its  vocabulary, 
now  as  familiar  as  the  alphabet,  were  complained  of  as  strange  or 
obsolete.*    In  fact  the  English  Bible  sustains,  and  always  ha» 


*In  Lecture  xii.,  p.  228, 1  remarked  that  scarcely  two  hundred  words  oc- 
curring in  the  English  Bible  were  obsolete. 

In  examining  the  vocabulary  for  the  purpose  of  making  that  estimate,  I 
used  a  Concordance  which  did  not  extend  to  the  Apociypha,  and  the  remark 
should  have  been  limited  accordingly.  Booker's  Scripture  and  Prayer-book 
Glossary,  which  I  was  not  able  to  consult  before  p.  228  was  printed,  contains, 
besides  phraseological  combinations,  about  three  hundred  and  eighty-eight 
words  and  senses  of  words,  alleged  to  be  obsolete.  Of  these,  more  than  on« 
hundred  belong  to  the  Apocrypha  and  the  Prayer-book,  and  among  the  r» 
mainder,  there  are  not  less  tiian  thirty,  such  as,  loth,  uhii,  stuff,  frek,  beevet, 
htfi,  with,  maul,  (as  a  noun,)  sumfner,  (as  a  verb,)  &c,  which  in  the  United 
Suites  are  as  familiariy  understood,  in  their  scriptural  senses,  as  any  words  in 
the  language.    We  may  therefore  take  the  number  of  Bible  words  and  special 
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fiustained  to  the  general  Anglican  tongae,  the  position  of  a  treat- 
ise upon  a  special  knowledge  requiring,  like  any  branch  of 
science,  a  special  nomenclature  and  phraseology.  The  language 
of  the  law,  for  example,  in  both  vocabulary  and  structure,  differs 
widely  from  that  of  unprofessional  life ;  the  language  of  medi- 
cine, of  metaphysics,  of  astronomy,  of  chemistry,  of  mechanical 
art,  all  these  have  their  appropriate  idioms,  very  diverse  from  the 
speech  which  is  the  common  heritage  of  all.  "Why,  then,  should 
theology,  the  highest  of  knowledges,  alone  be  required  to  file  her 
tongue  to  the  vulgar  utterance,  when  every  other  human  interest 
has  its  own  appropriate  expression  which  no  man  thinks  of  con- 
forming to  a  standard,  that,  because  it  is  common,  can  hardly  be 
other  than  unclean  i 

There  is  one  important  distinction  between  the  dialect  of  tho 
scriptures,  considered  as  an  exposition  of  a  theology,  and  that  of  a 
science  or  profession.  The  sciences,  all  secular  knowledges,  in 
X  fact,  are  mutl^ble  and  progressive,  and  of  course,  as  they  change 
and  advance,  their  nomenclature  must  vary  in  the  same  propor- 
tion. The  doctrine  of  the  Bible,  on  the  other  hand,  is  a  thing 
fixed  and  unchangeable,  and  when  it  has  once  found  a  fitting  ex- 
pression in  the  words  of  a  given  language,  there  is  in  general  no 
reason  why  those  words  should  not  continue  to  be  used  so  long  as 
the  language  of  which  they  form  a  part  contiDues  to  exist.  There 
are  many  words  in  the  English  Bible  which  are  strictly  technical, 
and  never  were  employed  as  a  part  of  the  common  dialect,  or  for 
any  other  purpose  than  the  particular  use  to  which  they  are  con- 
secrated in  that  volume ;  there  are  others  which  belong  both  to 
the  appropriate  expression  of  religious  doctrine  and  to  the  speech 
of  common  life,  and  of  these  latter,  some  very  few  have  become 
obsolete  so  far  as  their  popular,  every-day  use  is  concerned ;  but 
they  still  retain  in  religious  phraseology  the  signification  they 
possessed  when  introduced  into  the  English  translation. 


meanings  now  so  far  obsolete  in  this  country  that  other  words  are  habituaUy 
used  instead  of  them,  at  about  two  hundred  and  fifty.  But  of  these,  many 
are  of  familiar  etymology  or  composition,  and  therefore,  though  disused, 
readily  intelligible,  and  others  are  well  understood,  because  they  are  used  in 
other  books  still  very  generally  read,  so  that  the  number  which  there  is  any 
sufficient  reason  to  regard  as  really  forgotten,  does  not  probably  exceed  my 
estimate. 
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Now  the  Bame  thing  is  true  with  reference  to  all  other  know- 
ledges which  possess  special  nomendatnres.  There  are  in  law, 
medicine,  chemistry,  the  mechanic  arts,  many  words  always  ex- 
dusiyely  appropriated  to  the  service  of  those  arts ;  others,  once 
familiar  and  common,  but  which  no  longer  form  a  part  of  the 
general  vocabulary  of  the  language,  and  which  are  at  present  re- 
stricted to  scientific  and  professional  use ;  and  here  die  phrase- 
ology of  the  scriptures  and  that  of  other  special  studies  stand  in 
precisely  the  same  relations  to  the  common  language  of  the  peo- 
ple. Each  has,  and  always  must  have,  a  special  dialect,  because 
it  is  a  speciality  itself  and  has  numerous  ideas  not  common  to 
any  other  department  of  human  thought  and  action.  And  not 
only  is  this  true  of  the  language  of  science  and  of  art,  but  of  the 
dialect  which  belongs  to  all  the  higher  workings  of  the  intellect 
No  man  acquainted  with  both  literature  and  life  supposes  that 
the  speech  of  the  personages  of  Shakespeare's  tragedies,  or  of  the 
actors  in  Milton's  great  epic,  was  the  actual  colloquial  phrase- 
ology of  their  times ;  and  it  is  as  absurd  to  object  to  the  language 
of  the  scriptures,  because  it  is  not  the  language  of  the  street,  as 
to  criticise  Shakespeare  and  Milton,  because  their  humui  and 
superhuman  heroes  speak  in  the  artificial  dialect  of  poetry,  and 
not  in  the  tones  of  vulgar  humanity. 

To  attempt  a  new  translation  of  the  Bible,  in  the  hope  of  find- 
ing within  the  compass  of  the  English  language  a  clearer,  a  more 
appropriate,  or  a  more  forcible  diction  than  that  of  the  standard 
version,  is  to  betray  an  ignorance  of  the  capabilities  of  our  native 
speech,  with  which  it  would  be  in  vain  to  reason,  and  I  suppose  no 
scholars  whose  opinions  are  entitled  to  respect,  seriously  propose 
any  thing  beyond  a  revision  which  should  limit  itself  to  the  cor- 
rection of  ascertained  errors,  the  introduction  of  greater  uniform- 
ity of  expression,  and  the  substitution  of  modem  words  for  such 
as  have  become  either  obsolete,  or  so  changed  in  meaning  as  to 
convey  to  the  unlearned  a  mistaken  impression. 

The  most  general  objection  to  any  present  attempt  at  revision 
has  been  well  stated  by  Trench,  namely :  that  "  we  are  not  as  yet 
in  any  respect  prepared  for  it ;  the  Greek  and  the  English  which 
should  enable  us  to  bring  this  to  a  successful  end,  might,  it  is  to 
be  feared,  be  wanting  alike."  In  fact  I  doubt  whether  any  im 
partial  scholar  has  ever  examined  any  of  the  modem  attempts  at 
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revision,  without  finding  more  changes  for  the  worse  than  for 
the  better,  and  there  is  one  particular  in  which,  so  far  as  I  hare 
looked  into  them,  they  all  sin  alike.  I  refer  to  the  use  of  the 
tenses.  Bevisers  have  attempted  to  establish  a  parity  between 
the  tenses  of  the  Greek  and  English  verbs  which  can  hardly  be 
made  out,  and  so  far  is  this  carried  in  some  of  them,  as,  f oj-  ex- 
ample, in  the  Gk>spel  of  John,  as  revised  by  five  English  clergy- 
men, by  far  the  most  judicious  modem  recension  known  to  me, 
that  an  American  cannot  help  suspecting  that  the  tenses  are  com- 
ing to  have  in  England  a  force  which  they  have  not  now  in  this 
country,  and  never  heretofore  have  had  in  English  literature. 

In  a  lecture  on  the  principles  of  translation,  I  laid  down  the 
rule,  that  a  translator  ought  to  adopt  a  dialect  belonging  to  that 
period  in  the  history  of  his  own  language,  when  its  vocabulary 
and  its  grammar  were  in  the  condition  most  nearly  corresponding 
to  those  of  his  original.*  Now,  when  the  version  of  WycHflfe 
appeared,  English  was  in  a  state  of  growth  and  formation,  and 
the  same  observation  applies,  though  with  less  force,  to  the  period 
of  Tyndale.  The  Greek  of  the  New  Testament,  on  the  other 
hand,  was  in  a  state  of  resolution.  It  had  become  less  artificial 
in  structure  than  the  classical  dialect,  more  approximated  to  mod- 
em syntactical  construction,  and  the  two  languages,  by  develop- 
ment on  the  one  hand  and  decay  on  the  other,  had  been  brought 
in  the  sixteenth  century  to  a  certain  similarity  of  condition. 
Besides,  the  New  Testament  Greek  was  under  the  same  necessity 
as  early  English,  of  borrowing  or  inventing  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  new  terms  and  phrases  to  express  the  new  ideas  which 
Christianity  had  ingrafted  on  the  Jewish  theology,— of  creating, 
in  fact,  a  special  sacred  phraseology ;  and  hence  there  is  very 
naturally  a  closer  resemblance  between  the  religious  dialect  of 
English,  as  framed  by  the  Reformers,  and  that  of  the  New  Tes- 
tament, than  between  the  common  literary  style  of  England  and 
the  Greek  of  the  classic  ages.  It  will  generally  be  found  that 
the  passages  of  the  received  version,  whose  diction  is  most  purely 
Saxon,  are  not  only  most  forcible  in  expression,  but  also  the  most 

*  In  Littre's  Histoire  de  la  Langue  Fran^aite  will  be  found  interesting  ob- 
BcrvatloDB  on  this  subject,  as  well  as  experiments  on  the  use  of  contenopo- 
rancous  dialects  as  mediums  of  translation. 
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faithful  tranBcripts  of  the  text,  and  that  a  Latinized  style  is 
seldom  employed  without  loss  of  beauty  of  language,  and  at  the 
same  time  of  exactness  in  correspondence.*  Whatever  questions 
may  be  raised  respecting  the  accuracy  with  which  particular  pas- 
sages are  rendered,  there  seems  to  be  no  difference  of  opinion 
among  scholars  really  learned  in  the  English  tongue,  as  to  the 
exceeding  appropriateness  of  the  style  of  the  authorized  version ; 
and  the  attempt  to  bring  down  that  style  to  the  standard  of  to- 
day is  as  great  an  absurdity,  and  implies  as  mistaken  views  of  the 
true  character  and  office  of  human  language,  and  especially  of 
our  maternal  speech,  as  would  be  displayed  by  translating  the 
comedies  of  Shakespeare  into  the  dialect  of  the  popular  farces 
of  the  season. 

There  is  another  consideration,  the  force  of  which  can  hardly 
be  fully  apparent  except  to  persons  familiar  with  philological 
pursuits,  and  especially  with  the  scriptural  languages  and  with 
early  English.  The  subjects  of  the  Testaments,  Old  and  New, 
are  taken  from  very  primitive  and  inartificial  life.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  the  writings  of  Paul,  and  in  a  less  degree  of  Luke,  there 
is  little  evidence  of  literary  culture  or  of  a  wide  and  varied  range 
of  thought  in  their  authors.  They  narrate  plain  facts,  and  they 
promulgate  doctrines,  profound  indeed,  but  addressed  less  to  the 
speculative  and  discursive,  than  to  the  moral  and  spiritual  facul- 
ties, and  hence,  whatever  may  have  been  the  capabilities  qf  He- 
brew and  of  classical  Greek  for  other  purposes,  the  vocabulary  of 
the  whole  Bible  is  narrow  in  extent  and  extremely  simple  in 
character.  Now,  in  the  early  part  of  the  sixteenth  century,  when 
the  development  of  our  religious  dialect  was  completed,  the  Eng- 
lish mind  and  the  English  language  were  generally  in  a  state  of 
culture  much  more  analogous  to  that  of  the  people  and  the  tongues 
of  Palestine,  than  they  have  been  at  any  subsequent  period.  Two 
centuries  later,  the  native  speech  had  been  greatly  subtilized,  if 

*  The  difference  between  a  Latinized  and  an  idiomatic  English  style  is  rery 
instructively  exemplified  in  the  versions  of  Hereford  and  Purvey,  and,  in  a 
less  degree,  in  Wycliffe's  New  Testament  as  compared  with  the  later  text 
There  is  a  somewhat  similar  distinction  between  the  Rhemish  translation  and 
the  Protestant  versions  of  the  16th  century,  the  advantage  in  almost  every 
instance  being  with  the  more  idiomatic  style,  in  point  of  both  clearness  of 
expression  and  accuracy  of  rendering. 
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not  refined.  Gbod  vernacular  words  had  been  supplanted  hy 
foreign  intruders,  comprehensive  ideas  and  their  vocabulary  had 
been  split  up  into  artificially  discriminated  thoughts,  and  a  corre- 
sponding multitude  and  variety  of  terms.  The  language  in  fact 
had  become  too  copious,  and  too  specific,  to  have  any  true  corre- 
spondences with  so  simple  and  inartificial  a  diction  as  that  of  the 
Christian  Scriptures.  Had  the  Bible  then,  for  the  first  time,  ap- 
peared in  an  Engliflh  dress,  the  translators  would  have  been  per- 
plexed and  confounded  with  the  multitude  of  terms,  each  erprees- 
ing  a  fragment,  few  the  whole,  of  the  meaning  of  the  original 
words  for  which  they  must  stand ;  and,  whereas,  three  hundred 
years  ago,  but  one  good  translation  was  possible,  the  eighteenth 
century  might  have  produced  a  dozen,  none  altogether  good,  but 
none  much  worse  than  another.  We  may  learn  from  a  paragraph 
in  Trench  what  a  different  vocabulary  the  Bible  would  have  dis- 
played, if  it  had  been  first  executed  or  thoroughly  revised  at  that 
period.  One  commentator,  he  says,  thought  the  phrase  ^'  clean 
escaped  "  a  very  low  expression ;  another  would  reject  "  straigTUr 
way^  haply  J  tioadnj  dthirstj  wax^  (in  the  sense  of  grow,)  laok^  en- 
sample^  Jeopardy ^  gamer ^  jpassiorij^^  as  obsolete ;  while  the  author 
of  a  new  translation  condemns  as  ^^  clownish,  barbarous,  base,  hard, 
technical,  misapplied  or  new-coined,"  such  words  as  beguile^  hois- 
terouSj  lineage^  peraeoeram^oe^  potentate^  remits  ahom^  sioervedj 
vigilant,  unloose,  tmction,  vocation,  and  hundreds  of  others  now 
altogether  approved  and  familiar. 

From  what  I  have  said,  it  will  of  course  be  understood,  that  I 
see  no  suflScient  present  reasons  for  a  new  translation,  or  even  for 
a  revision  of  the  authorized  version  of  the  Bible ;  but  there  are 
certain  considerations,  distinct  from  the  question  of  the  merits  of 
that  version,  which  ought  to  be  suggested.  The  moral  and  intel- 
lectual nature  of  man  has  few  more  difficult  practical  problems  to 
resolve  than  that  of  tracing  and  following  the  golden  mean  between 
a  passion  for  novelty  and  an  ultra-conservative  attachment  to  the 
time-honored  and  the  old.  Both  extremes  are  inherently  perhaps 
equally  mischievous,  but  the  love  of  innovation  is  the  more  dan- 
gerous, because  the  future  is  more  uncertain  than  the  past,  and 
because  the  irreverent  and  thoughtless  wantonness  of  an  hour  may 
destroy  that  which  only  the  slow  and  painful  labor  of  years  or  of 
centuries  can  rebuild.    The  elements  which  enter  into  the  forma- 
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tion  of  public  opinion  on  great  questions  of  chnrch  and  state  are 
so  very  nnmerous,  and  their  mutual  relations  and  influences  are 
so  obscure,  that  it  is  diflScult  to  control  and  impossible  to  predict 
the  course  of  that  opinion.    In  free  states,  ecclesiastical  and  po- 
litical institutions  are  of  themsdves  in  so  mutable  a  condition, 
that  any  voluntary  infusion  of  disturbing  ingredients  is  generally 
quite  superfluous,  and  under  most  circumstances  not  a  littie  has- 
foxlous.    Intimately  connected  with  the  changes  of  opinion  on 
these  great  subjects  are  the  changes  constantly  going  on  in  lan- 
guage, and  which  so  many  circumstances  in  modem  society  ara 
accelerating  with  such  startling  rapidity.     Fluctuations  in  lan- 
guage are  not  merely  a  consequence,  they  are  yet  more  truly  aa 
indication  and  a  cause,  of  corresponding  fluctuations  in  moral  and 
intellectual  action.    Whoever,  therefore,  uses  an  important  word 
in  a  new  sense,  is  contributing  to  change  the  popular  acceptation^ 
and  finally  the  settied  meaning,  of  all  formulas  in  which  that 
word  is  an  element.    Whoever  substitutes  for  an  old  word  of 
well  underrtood  signification  a  new  vocable  or  phraae,  unsettlea, 
with  the  formulas  into  which  it  enters,  the  opinions  of  those  who 
have  habitually  clothed  their  convictions  in  those  stereotyped 
forms,  and  he  thus  introduces,  first,  doubt,  and  then,  departure 
from  long  received  and  acknowledged  truth.^    Experience  has 
taught  jurists  tiiat  m  tiie  revision  or  amendment  of  statutes,  and 
inl^ctioning  and  adopting  by  legislative  enactment  cnrrerprin- 
ciples  of  unwntten  law,  it  is  a  matter  of  the  first  importance  to 
em)>loy  a  phraseology  whose  precise  import  has  been  fixed  by  a 
long  course  of  judicial  decisions,  and  it  has  been  found  impossible 
in  practice  to  change  the  language  of  the  law,  for  the  purpose  of 
either  modernizing  or  making  it  otherwise  more  definite,  famil- 
iar,  or  intelligible,  without  at  the  same  time  changing  the  law 
itself.     Words  and  ideas   are   so  inseparably  connected,  they 
become  in  a  sense  so  connatural,  that  we  cannot  change  the  one 
without  modifying  the  other.    Every  man  who  knows  his  own 
language  finds  the  modernization  of  an  old  author,  substantially 
a  new  book.     It  is  not,  as  is  often  pretended,  a  putting  of  old 
thoughts  into  a  new  dress.     It  is  the  substitution  of  a  new 

*  "Words  are  great  x)ower8  in  this  world ;  not  only  telling  what  things  are, 
but  making  them  what  else  they  ^ould  not  be." 

MABTmsAu's  Sermon,  The  Sphere  of  Man*»  Silenot. 
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thought  more  or  less  divergent  from  the  origmal  type.  Lanr 
goage  is  not  the  dress  of  thought ;  it  is  its  living  expression,  and 
it  controls  both  the  physiognomy  and  the  organization  of  the  idea 
it  utters. 

A  new  translation  of  the  Bible,  therefore,  or  an  essential  modi- 
fication of  the  existing  version,  is  substantially  a  new  book,  a 
new  Bible,  another  revelation ;  and  the  authors  of  such  an  enter- 
prise are  assuming  no  less  a  responsibility  than  that  of  disturbing, 
not  the  formulas  only,  but  the  faith  of  centuries.  Nothing  but  a 
solemn  conviction  of  the  absolute  necessity  of  such  a  measure  can 
justify  a  step  involving  consequences  so  serious,  and  there  are 
but  two  grounds  on  which  the  attempt  to  change  what  millions 
regard  as  the  very  "Words  of  life,  can  be  defended.  These 
grounds,  of  course,  are,  first,  the  incorrectness  of  the  received 
version,  and  secondly,  such  a  cliange  in  the  language  of  ordinary 
life,  as  removes  it  so  far  from  the  dialect  of  that  version,  that  it 
is  no  longer  intelligible  without  an  amount  of  special  philological 
study  out  of  the  reach  of  the  masses  who  participate  in  the  uni- 
versal instruction  of  the  age. 

Upon  this  latter  point,  I  can  only  recapitulate  what  I  have 
already  said,  in  expressing  my  decided  opinion  that  the  diction  of 
tlie  English  Bible  in  general  cannot  be  brought  nearer  the  dialect 
of  the  present  day,  without  departing  from  the  style  of  tlie  origi- 
nal in  the  same  proportion  as  it  is  made  to  approximate  to  more 
modem  forms  and  a  more  diversified  vocabulary.  At  the  same 
time,  it  is  not  to  be  denied,  that  modern  criticism  has  established 
some  better  readings  of  the  original  text,  detected  some  unim- 
portant misinterpretations  of  undisputed  readings,  and  pointed 
out  some  deviations  from  idiomatic  propriety  of  expression  in  the 
English  of  our  version.  None  will  dispute  that  the  removal  of  all 
such  blemishes  would  be  highly  desirable,  but  there  is  little  rea- 
son to  suppose  that  such  an  improvement  is  practicable  at  the 
present  moment,  or  that  the  attempt  could  now  be  made  without 
the  hazard  of  incurring  greater  evils  than  those  which,  by  any 
large  body  of  competent  judges,  are  now  believed  to  exist.  That 
there  is  any  special  present  necessity  for  a  revision  cannot  be 
seriously  pretended,  and  a  strong,  perhaps  I  should  say  a  decisive, 
objection  against  a  present  attempt  to  revise,  is  the  state  of  exist- 
ing knowledge  with  respect  both  to  the  ancient  and  the  modem  Ian- 
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goages  concerned  in  the  translation.  There  is  no  sa£5cient  rea- 
son to  doubt,  that  at  the  end  of  this  centory  the  knowledge  of 
biblical  Greek  and  Hebrew  will  be  as  mnch  in  advance  of  the 
present  standard  as  that  standard  is  before  the  sacred  philology  of 
the  beginning  of  the  centory ;  and  there  are,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  strongest  grounds  for  believing  that  English  in  its  history,  its 
true  significance,  its  power,  will  then  be  better  understood,  and 
more  ably  wielded  than  at  this  day  it  is,  or  can  be.  The  critical 
study  of  English  has  but  just  commenced.  We  are  at  the  be- 
ginning of  a  new  era  in  its  history.  Great  as  are  its  powers, 
men  are  beginning  to  feel  that  its  necessities  are  still  greater. 
There  is  among  its  authors  an  evident  stretching  out  for  addi- 
tional facilities  of  expression,  and  as  a  means  to  this  end,  a  deeper 
reaching  down  into  the  wells  of  its  latent  capabilities,  and  hence, 
as  I  have  so  often  remarked,  a  more  general  and  zealous  study  of 
those  ancient  forms  of  English  out  of  which  was  built  up  the 
consecrated  dialect  of  our  mother-tongue.  A  revision  of  the 
English  Bible,  then,  is  at  the  present  time  not  merely  unneces- 
sary, but,  with  reference  to  our  knowledge  of  language,  wholly 
premature,  and  whatever  is  now  done  in  this  way  will  assuredly 
be  thrown  aside  as  worthless,  whenever  changes  in  the  English 
speech,  or  the  discovery  of  important  errors  in  the  received  trans- 
lation, shall  make  the  want  of  a  better  a  real  want. 

The  present  is  an  unfavorable  moment  in  some  other  respects. 
The  acuteness  of  German  criticism,  the  speculations  of  German 
philosophy  and  theology,  have  given  rise  to  a  great  multitude 
and  diversity  of  opinions,  not  on  questions  of  verbal  interpreta- 
tion merely,  but  of  doctrine  also,  which  are  but  just  now  begin- 
ning to  be  openly  and  freely  discussed  in  this  country  and  in 
England,  and  the  minds  of  men  are  now  perhaps  more  unsettled 
on  these  topics  than  they  have  been  at  any  time  for  three  cen- 
turies. It  is  highly  improbable,  that,  leaving  the  question  of 
competency  aside,  a  sufficient  number  of  biblical  scholars  could 
be  found,  even  within  the  limits  of  any  one  Protestant  denominar 
tion  in  either  country,  whose  theological  views  so  far  harmonize 
that  they  would  agree  in  new  forms  of  expression  upon  points 
now  xmder  discussion ;  and,  of  course,  between  them  and  scholars 
of  other  denominations,  the  discrepancy  would  be  still  wider,  so 
that  every  sect,  however  few  in  numbers,  which  feels  the  want 
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of  a  revision,  would  be  under  the  neceeeitj  of  framing  one  for  it- 
self. There  seems,  however,  to  be  some  reason  for  believing, 
that  when  the  excitement  growing  ont  of  the  novelty  of  the  dis- 
cussions which  are  going  on,  in  lay  as  well  as  clerical  circles,  shall 
have  subsided,  there  will  be  a  more  general  concurrence  of  opin- 
ion, both  in  denomind,tions  and  between  them ;  and  then  there  is 
room  to  hope  that  increased  harmony  and  increased  knowledge 
may  conspire  to  give  the  English  Bible  a  greater  perfection  in 
point  of  acijuracy  and  of  expression,  and  at  the  same  time  a  catho- 
lie  adaptation  to  both  the  future  speech  and  the  future  opinion  of 
English  and  American  Protestant  Christianity. 

The  objections  against  a  mnltitnde  of  sectarian  translations  are 
very  serious.  The  dialect  of  the  English  Bible  is  also  the  dialect 
of  devotion  and  of  religious  instruction  wherever  the  English  lan- 
guage is  spoken,  and  all  denominations  substantially  agree  in 
their  sacred  phraseology,  with  whatever  difference  of  interpreta- 
tion. There  are  always  possibilities  of  reconciliation,  sympathies 
even,  between  men  who,  in  matters  of  high  concernment,  habitu- 
ally use  the  same  words,  and  appeal  to  the  same  formulas; 
whereas  a  difference  of  language  and  of  symbols  creates  an  almost 
impassable  gulf  between  man  and  man.  When,  therefore,  we 
have,  not  different  churches  only,  but  different  Bibles,  different 
religious  dialects,  different  devotional  expressions,  the  jealousies 
of  sectarian  division  will  be  more  hopelessly  embittered,  and  the 
prospect  of  bringing  about  a  greater  harmony  of  opinion  and  of 
feeling  among  Englishnspeaking  Protestants  proportionally  dark- 
ened. 

At  this  day,  there  could  be  no  harmony  of  action  on  this  sub- 
ject between  different  churches.  Even  Trench,  a  man  of  a  liberal 
spirit,  seems  to  reject  the  plan  of  wnAtmg  for  this  purpose  with 
those  not  embraced  in  the  organization  of  his  own  church,  though 
he  admits,  that,  with  the  exception  of  the  "  so-called  Baptists," 
they  might  advantageously  be  invited  to  offer  suggestions — to  be 
decided  upon,  apparently,  by  a  body  of  which  they  are  not  to  be 
members.  Those  who  proclaim  views  of  such  narrow  exclusiveness 
have  no  right  to  expect  that  theologians  who  dissent  from  them 
on  questions  of  ecclesiastical  government  will  be  more  charitable 
than  themselves,  and  it  is  not  probable  that  scholars  who  are  not 
of  the  English  church  will  be  very  prompt  to  offer  suggestions 
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upon  snch  terms.  So  long  as  this  sectarian  feeling — ^f or  it  can  be 
appropriately  designated  by  no  other  term — ^preyails  on  either 
side,  there  can  be  no  union  upon  conditions  compatible  with 
the  self-respect  of  the  parties;  and  unless  better  counsels  prevail, 
whenever  revision  comes,  English  and  American  Protestantism 
will  have  not  one  Bible,  one  standard  of  religious  faith,  but  many. 

Besides  the  inconveniences  of  such  a  state  of  things  as  that  to 
which  I  have  just  alluded,  there  is  the  further  evil,  that  each  one  of 
the  new  revisions  will  be  greatly  inferior  to  what  the  joint  labors 
of  scholars  of  different  denominations  might  produce.  Whatever 
crude  and  hasty  qpmions  *  individuals  may  adopt  with  respect  to 
the  superior  learning  and  ability  of  their  own  religious  conmiun- 
ions,  it  is  very  certain  that  neither  the  English  church,  nor  any 
other  Ohristian  sect,  possesses,  within  its  own  limits,  so  fall  a 
measure  of  knowledge  and  talent,  that  in  such  a  work  as  the  re- 
vision of  the  English  Bible,  it  can  afford  to  dispense  with  the  co- 
operation of  other  denominations;  and  the  ecclesiastical  body 
which  cuts  itself  off  from  other  branches  of  the  church,  by  at- 
tempting that  work  without  at  least  an  earnest  effort  to  secure  such 
co-operation  upon  equal  and  honorable  terms,  may  justly  be 
deemed  schismatic. 

In  a  brief  discourse  like  the  present,  the  argoments  on  this 
question  can  be  hinted  only,  not  detailed ;  but  I  think  we  may 
justify  the  general  conclusion,  that  as  there  is  no  present  necessity 
for  a  revision,  so  is  there  no  possibility  of  executing  a  revision  in  a 
way  that  would  be,  or  ought  to  be,  satisfactory  even  to  any  one 
Protestant  sect,  still  less  to  the  whole  body  of  Englishnspeaking 
Protestants.  To  revise  under  present  circumstances,  is  to  secta- 
rianize,  to  divide  the  one  catholic  English  Bible,  the  common 
standard  of  authority  in  Protestant  England  and  America^  into  a 
dozen  different  revelations,  each  authoritative  for  its  own  narrow 
circle,  but,  to  all  out  of  that  circle,  a  counterfeit ;  it  is  a  practical 
surrender  of  that  himian  excellence  of  form  in  the  Engli^  Bible, 

*  An  old  and  Just  definition  of  opinio,  is  assensus  rei  non  ezplor- 
a  1 8B ,  and  there  is  a  vast  deal  of  Bectarian  religious  opinion  in  all  Christiaa 
denominations,  which  cannot  lay  claim  to  any  higher  logical  value. 

Yeritate  manifestata,  cedat  oppinio  veritati.    Qui  est  ft  dire  en  FranQois,  . 
que  quaut  v'ritu  est  manifest^,  toute  oppinion  doit  cesser  et  donner  lieu  i 
v&itl. — Oresme,  p.  1. 
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which,  next  to  the  unspeakable  yalue  of  its  substance,  is  the 
greatest  gift  which  Gkxl  has  bestowed  on  the  British  and  Ameri- 
can people. 

NoTB. — During  the  twent^^  and  mare  years  that  have  passed  shice  the  aboye 
lecture  was  written,  a  Revision  of  the  Authorized  Version  of  the  Bible  of  1611 
has  been  undertaken,  and  the  best  scholars  in  England  and  America  have  con- 
tributed, either  as  actual  translators  or  as  advisers,  to  its  completion.  The 
Revision  of  the  New  Testament  has  made  its  appearance  within  the  last  few 
months.  But  a  minute  criticism  of  this  Revison  would  involve  too  much  both 
of  theological  and  linguistic  discussion  to  find  an  appropriate  place  in  a  course 
of  Readings  the  object  of  which  is  the  illustration  of  English  philology,  not 
of  Protestant  religious  opinion  nor  of  English  classical  learning.  It  may  be 
added  that  the  Revision,  whatever  may  be  its  merits,  has  not  been  so  generally 
accepted  in  England  or  in  the  United  States  of  America,  as  to  be  Justly  con- 
sidered as  having  superseded  the  version  of  1611,  to  which  indeed  it  for  the 
most  part  conforms.  It  is  not  therefore,  at  present,  entitled  to  be  treated  as 
the  authorized  representation  of  Protestant  views  of  Christian  doctrine,  nor  as 
the  best  example  of  the  English  sacred  dialect.  So  far  as  it  conforms  to  the 
standard  translation,  its  value  as  an  English  classic  is,  of  course,  very  great, 
but  where  it  deviates  from  the  earlier  version,  though  there  is  no  doubt  some- 
times a  real  and  imx)ortant  gain  in  accuracy  of  interpretation,  yet  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is,  in  general,  equally  felicitous  in  expression,  and  consequently 
does  not  seem  to  me  to  hold  so  high  a  rank  in  this  respect 

I  cannot  avoid  the  conclusion,  that  the  result  of  this  experiment  at  ReviaioK 
will  strengthen  rather  than  otherwise,  the  position  taken  in  this  Lecture,  viz. 
that  an  immediate  revision  is  premature. 


\ 


LECTURE    XXIX. 

OOBBUPnONS  OF  LAJfTOUAOE. 

In  studjing  the  history  of  the  saccessiye  changes  in  langoage, 
it  is  by  no  means  easy  to  discriminate,  at  all  times,  between  pofii« 
tive  cormptions,  which  tend  to  the  deterioration  of  a  tongue  in 
expressiveness  or  moral  elevation  of  vocabulary,  in  distinctness  oi 
articulation,  in  logical  precision,  or  in  clearness  of  structure,  and 
changes  which  belong  to  the  character  of  speech,  as  a  living  semi* 
organism  connatural  with  man  or  constitutive  of  him,  and  so  par- 
ticipating in  his  mutations.  By  these  latter  changes,  language 
continually  adapts  itself  to  the  intellectual  and  material  condition 
of  those  who  use  it,  grows  with  their  growth,  shares  in  their  revo- 
lutions, perishes  in  their  decay.  Its  changes  of  this  sort  can  be 
resisted  by  no  Umited  special  effort,  and  they  can  be  checked  only 
by  the  same  conservative  inflnencee  that  retard  the  decline  of  the 
race  to  which  it  is  vernacular.  Mere  corruptions,  on  the  con- 
trary, which  arise  from  extraneous  or  accidental  causes,  may  be 
detected,  exposed,  and  if  not  healed,  at  least  prevented  from 
spreading  beyond  their  source  and  infecting  a  whole  nation.  To 
pillory  such  offences,  to  point  ont  their  absurdity,  to  detect  and 
expose  the  moral  obliquity  which  too  often  lurks  beneath  them,  is 
the  sacred  duty  of  every  scholar,  of  every  philosophic  thinker, 
who  knows  how  nearly  purity  of  speech,  like  personal  cleanliness, 
is  allied  with  purity  of  thought  and  rectitude  of  action.  When, 
therefore,  the  Autocrat  of  the  Breakfast  Table  ridicules  the  affec- 
tation of  responding  to  a  remark  of  your  companion  by  an  inter- 
rogative. Yes  t  when  a  journalist  laughs  at  the  Cockney  use  of 
i/mmediaieby  and  direc^  in  the  place  of  as  soon  as,  or  after ; 
as  for  example,  directly  John  ca/me,  I  went  away  ;*  or  the  Ameri- 

*  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  even  Buckle  and  other  distinguished  English 
writers  of  our  day  have  sanctioned  by  their  example  this  very  objectionable 
form. 
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canifim  of  employing  commwmity  without  the  article,  as  in  corn- 
munityy  for  in  ^  community ;  the  vulgarism  of  sudi  phrases  as, 
in  our  midsty  and,  tmbehnoiDn  to  me ;  the  preciosity,  if  I  may 
use  an  expressive  Gtdlidsm,  of  not  merely  pronouncing  bat  of 
exaggerating  the  t  in  qft&iiy  as  if  it  were  ofttvm,  or  oftten;  the 
provincial  substitution  of  the  obscure  for  the  clear  pronunciation 
of  the  final  vowel,  transforming  Mississippi  and  Oino  into  Miss- 
issippiih  and  Ohiiih ;  in  all  these  cases,  a  real  service  is  rendered 
to  the  community,  and  to  the  language. 

Latham  appears  to  me  to  confound  the  progress  of  natural  lin- 
guistic change,  which  is  inevitable,  and  the  deterioration  arising 
from  accidental  or  local  causes,  which  may  be  resisted,  and  he  de- 
nies that  there  can  be  any  such  thing  as  the  corruption  of  a  lan- 
guage. All  languages,  he  thinks,  are  equally  intelligible,  and 
consequently,  equally  what  they  ought  to  be,  namely,  mediums 
of  intercourse  between  man  and  man,  and  hence,  continues  he, 
^'  m  Icmgudge  whatever  is  is  right.^^  In  the  concluding  para- 
graph of  the  Preface  to  the  second  edition  of  his  Treatise  on  the 
English  Language,  he  observes :  '^  I  am  not  desirous  of  sacrificing 
truth  to  an  antithesis ;  but  so  certain  is  language  to  change  from 
logical  accuracy  to  logical  license,  and  at  the  same  time,  so  cer- 
tain is  language,  when  so  changed,  to  be  as  intelligible  as  before, 
that  I  venture  upon  asserting  that  not  only  whatever  is  is  right  / 
but  also  that  in  many  cases  whatever  was  was  wrrnigP  There  is 
in  this  passage  a  singular  confusion  of  thought  and  of  expression. 
First  it  maintains  the  paradox  that  when  languages  have  degen- 
erated from  logical  accuracy  to  logical  license  they  are  rigkt^  and 
that  when  they  were  spoken  with  logical  accuracy  they  were 
wrong  y  and,  secondly,  the  final  conclusion  contradicts  the 
premises  from  which  it  is  deduced.  The  argument  is,  that  lan- 
guage always  adapts  itself  to  the  uses  of  those  who  employ  it, 
that  it  changes  only  as  they  change,  and  that  it  is  at  all  times  equally 
well  suited  to  the  great  purposes  for  which  that  faculty  was 
given  to  man.  If  this  is  so,  then  that  which  was  must  have  been 
right  for  the  time  when  it  was^  upon  the  same  principle  that  that 
which  is  is  right  for  the  present  time.  To  affirm,  then,  as  a  re- 
sult from  the  general  doctrine  of  the  constant  adaptation  of  lan- 
guage to  man's  nature  and  wants,  that  all  that  at  any  time  is  in  lan- 
guage is  righty  but  that  something  which  at  a  past  time  was 
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was  wrong^  is  not  an  ^^  antithesis,"  bnt  a  palpable  inconsistency,  a 
contradiction  in  terms.  Either,  then,  onr  author  means  that 
whatever  is  is  rigktj  and,  npon  the  same  principle,  whatever  was 
was  rights  but,  by  virtue  of  necessary  changes  in  speech,  much 
that  was  r^A^^tf  at  present  wrong^  or  he  means  nothing  at  all ;  and 
his  entire  proposition  is  at  war  with  itself,  and,  as  lawyers  say,  re- 
pugnant. But  notwithstanding  the  authority  of  Latham,  I  see  no 
reason  why,  independently  of  the  evidence  of  comparison  between 
different  stages  of  a  given  tongue,  we  may  not  as  well  speak  of 
the  corruption  of  a  language,  as  of  the  deterioration  of  a  race.  No 
man  doubts  that  certain  species  or  families  of  animals,  man  himself 
included,  become,  by  change  of  climate,  or  of  other  natural  con- 
ditions, physically  inferior  to  what  they  have  been  in  former  and 
different  circumstances,  and  there  is  xmhappily  equally  irresistible 
evidence  of  the  moral  and  intellectual  deterioration  of  nations. 
When  therefore  a  people,  once  great  in  mind,  great  in  virtue, 
powerful  in  material  energy,  becomes  enfeebled  in  intellect,  de- 
praved in  heart,  and  effeminate  in  action,  and  their  language 
drops  the  words  belonging  especially  to  the  higher  faculties  and 
perceptions,  or  perverts  them  to  sensuous,  base,  earthly  uses, 
and  is  no  longer  capable  of  the  expression  of  lofty  conceptions, 
generous  emotions,  or  virtuous  resolves,  are  we  not  to  say  that 
their  language  is  corrupted  %  So  far  as  respects  the  needs  and 
conveniences  of  material  life,  it  may  perhaps  be  true  that  one 
form  of  it  is  as  expressive  and  appropriate  as  another,  but  the 
theory  which  I  am  combating,  forgets  that  language  is  not  a  tool, 
or  even  a  machine,  but  is  of  itself  an  informing  vital  agency,  and 
that,  so  truly  as  la/nguage  is  what  man  has  made  it,  just  so  truly 
mam,  is  what  language  has  made  him.  The  depravation  of  a  lan- 
guage is  not  merely  a  token  or  an  effect  of  the  corruption  of  a 
people,  but  corruption  is  accelerated,  if  not  caused,  by  the  per- 
version and  degradation  of  its  consecrated  vocabulary ;  for  every 
human  speech  has  its  hallowed  dialect,  its  nomenclature  appro- 
priated to  the  service  of  sacred  things,  the  conscience,  the  gener- 
ous affections,  the  elevated  aspirations,  without  which  humanity 
is  not  a  community  of  speaking  men,  fjieponcov  avdpooTtooVy  but 
a  herd  of  roaring  brutes.  When,  therefore,  popular  writers  in 
vulgar  irony  apply  to  vicious  and  depraved  objects,  names  Or  epi- 
thets set  apart  by  the  common  consent  of  society  to  designate  the 
24 
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qualities  or  the  acts  which  constitnte  man's  only  claim  to  rever- 
ence and  affection,  they  both  corrupt  the  speech,  and  administer 
to  the  nation  a  poison  more  subtile  and  more  dangerous,  because 
less  obvious,  than  the  bitterest  venom  with  which  the  destructive 
philosophy  has  ever  assailed  the  moral  or  the  spiritual  interests  of 
humanity. 

Besides  the  moral  degradation  of  language,  accidental  circum- 
stances, such  as  the  affectations  and  caprices  of  fashionable  society, 
the  inaccuracies  or  the  whim  of  a  distinguished  and  influential 
individual,  and  especially  the  ambitious  ignorance  of  would-be 
reformers,  often  corrupt  language  philologically,  by  introducing 
violations  of  grammar,  or  of  other  proprieties  of  speech,  which  a 
servile  spirit  of  imitation  adopts,  and  which,  at  last,  supersede 
proper  and  idiomatic  forms  of  expression.  Again,  the  usage  of 
a  great  city  or  an  important  province,  itself  occasioned  purely  by 
local  and  temporary  circimistances,  may  extend  over  a  whole 
country,  and  thus  words,  phrases,  syntactical  combinations,  not 
only  ill-suited  but  repugnant  to  the  genius  of  a  language,  may 
force  their  way  into  it  to  the  exclusion  of  more  appropriate  terms, 
and  become  permanent,  though  inharmonious  and  ill-assimilated 
ingredients  of  the  national  speech.  Changes  of  this  sort  are  not 
exemplificatious  of  the  general  laws  of  language,  any  more  than 
the  liability  to  be  smitten  with  pestilence  through  infection  is  an 
exemplification  of  the  normal  principles  of  physiology ;  and  there- 
fore a  language  thus  affected  is  as  properly  said  to  be  corrupted, 
as  a  person  who  has  taken  a  contagious  malady  to  be  diseased. 

So  with  respect  to  pronunciation.  Are  not  the  emasculation 
of  our  once  manly  and  sonorous  tongue  by  contracting  long  vow- 
els into  short  ones,  and  by  suppressing  short  vowels  altogether, 
the  crowding  of  half  a  dozen  syllables  into  one  explosive  utter- 
ance, the  thick,  indistinguishable  articulation,  the  crazy  confusion 
of  the  aspirate  and  the  silent  ^, — ^aU  of  which  characterize  the 
native  dialect  of  London,  and  which  but  for  the  influence  of 
printing  on  pronunciation,*  would  have  spread  over  the  whole 
island, — are  not  these  corruptions  of  speech  which  should  be  ex- 
posed, stigmatized,  and  corrected,  as  well  as  moral  delinquencies 
or  vulgarisms  of  manner  ?    To  deny  that  language  is  susceptible 

*  See  Lect.  zxi.,  p.  890  et  9eq, 
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of  cormption,  is  to  deny  that  races  or  nations  are  susceptible  of 
depravation ;  aQd  to  tre^t  all  its  changes  as  normal,  is  to  confound 
things  as  distinct  as  health  and  disease. 

I  have  spoken  of  the  ignorance  of  grammarians  as  a  frequent 
cause  of  the  corruption  of  language.  An  instance  of  this  is  the 
dumsj  and  unidiomatic  continuing  present  of  the  passive  voice^ 
which,  originating  not  in  the  sound  common  sense  of  the  people, 
but  in  the  brain  of  some  grammatical  pretender,  has  widely  spread^ 
and  threatens  to  establish  itself  as  another  solecism  in  addition  to 
the  many  which  our  syntax  already  presents.  The  phrase  ^  the 
bouse  is  hemg  huilt^  for  ^  the  house  is  huUdmgy  is  an  awkward 
neologism,  which  neither  convenience,  intelligibility,  nor  syntac- 
tical congruity  demands,  and  the  use  of  which  ought  therefore 
to  be  discountenanced,  as  an  attempt  at  the  artificial  improve- 
ment of  the  language  in  a  point  which  needed  no  amendment. 
The  English  active  present,  or  rather  aorist,  participle  in  -ing  is 
not  an  Anglo-Saxon  but  a  modem  form,  and  did  not  make  its  ap- 
pearance as  a  participle  until  after  the  general  characteristics 
which  distinguish  English  from  Saxon  were  fixed.  The  Saxon 
active  participle  terminated  in  ende,  as  lufigende,  loving; 
but  there  was  a  verbal  noun  with  the  ending  -ung,  sometimes 
written  -ing,  as  clsensung  or  clsensing,  cleaning  or 
cleansing.  The  final  vowel  of  the  participle  was  soon  dropped, 
and  the  termination  -and  or  -end  became  the  sign  of  that  part  of 
speech.  The  nominal  form  in  -ung  also  disappeared,  and  -ing 
became  the  uniform  ending  of  verbal  nouns.  Between  the  verbal 
noun  of  action  and  the  active  participle,  there  is  a  close  gram- 
matical as  well  as  logical  analogy,  which  is  exemplified  in  such 
plirases  in  French  and  English  as  I'appetit  vient  en  man- 
ge a  n  t ,  appetite  comes  with  eating.  Hence  the  participle  end- 
ing in  -and  or  -end  and  the  verbal  noun  ending  in  -mg  were  con- 
founded, and  at  last  the  old  participial  sign,  though  long  contin- 
ued in  Scotland,  was  dropped  altogether  in  England,  and  the  sign 
of  the  verbal  noun  employed  for  both  purposes.  I  have  observed 
on  former  occasions,  that  when  new  forms  are  superseding  old 
ones,  as  for  example,  in  the  substitution  of  its  for  his  as  a  neuter 
possessive,  since  for  sith^  there  is  often  a  period  when  good  writ- 
ers avoid  the  employment  of  either.  This  was  the  case  with  re- 
gard to  the  new  and  old  forms  of  the  active  participle,  for  in  the 
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Ormulum,  which  contaiiiB  more  than  twenty  thousand  lines,  there 
is  not  a  single  instance  of  the  use  of  the  active  participle  in  either 
form,  though  there  are  f onr  or  five  participial  adjectives  in  -^nd^ 
and  twenty  or  twenty-five  verbal  nouns  in  -i/ng.  The  ancient 
termination  in  -end  survived  in  popular  speech  long  after  it  be- 
came extinct  in  literature,  and  the  vulgar  pronunciation,  goM^ 
livm\  and  the  like,  is  a  relic  of  that  form,  not  a  dropping  of  the 
nasal  g  final  in  the  modem  infiection. 

The  earliest  form  in  which  the  phrase  we  are  considering  oc- 
curs is,  ^  the  house  is  m  building,  or  a  building,'  a  being  probably 
a  contraction  of  the  Saxon  on ,  or  the  modem  English  in.*   Ben 

*  The  following  examples  show  that  the  form  "  in  building/  or,  "  a  bufld- 
ing/'  was  in  constant  use  from  the  very  dawn  of  English  literatiue  to  the 
seventeenth  century.  In  III.  (I.)  Kings  vi.  7,  we  have,  in  the  older  Wyclifflte 
version,  wu  bedeUd;  in  the  later,  was  in  hUdyng;  in  a  manuscript  of  Uie  14th 
century,  quoted  by  Heame,  Langtoft's  Chronicle  I.  cxcvii.,  whiUe  the  churche 
was  in  hyldynge;  in  the  old  romance  of  Robert  the  Devyle,  Thorn's  edition, 
p.  8,  as  this  chylde  was  a  herynge  to  the  chirche,  p.  82,  whyle  your  penaunce 
be  a  daynge;  in  the  prose  Morte  D' Arthur,  Lib.  II.  c.  viii,  the  mene  whyle 
as  this  was  a  doyng ;  in  Skelton's  Tales,  Dyee's  edition  I.  bdv.,  there  shaU  you 
see  my  tombe  a  mdkynge;  in  Lord  Bemers's  Froissart  I.  143,  had  beene  longe 
a  makynge,  p.  255,  was  longe  a  dryvinge;  in  Palsgrave's  French  Grammar, 
pp.  880,  882,  888,  884,  in  doing,  and  other  similar  constructions ;  in  Tyndale's 
and  Covcrdale's  translations,  John  ii.  20,  this  temple  was  abiUdynge  ;  in  Cran* 
mer's  and  the  Geneva  versions  of  the  same  passage,  was  a  byldynge;  in  I. 
Peter  ill.  20,  in  Tyndale's,  Coverdale's,  Cranmer's,  and  King  James's  transla- 
tions, while  the  ark  was  a  preparing  ;  in  the  Rhemish  version  of  the  same  verse, 
was  a  building  ;  but  in  the  Gkneva,  the  modem  form,  the  ark  wu  preparing  ;  in 
Holinshed  iii.  126,  whilst  these  things  were  a  dooirvg ;  in  I.  Kings  vL  7,  au- 
thorized version,  while  it  was  in  building;  in  Shakespeare,  Macbeth  iii.  4, 
while  tis  a  making,  Hamlet  i.  8,  as  it  is  a  making;  in  John  Smith's  Virginia, 
280,  their  shallop,  which  was  a  mending ;  in  Howeirs  Dodona's  Grove,  107, 
a  doing,  and  in  Hawley's  Preface  to  Bacon's  Sylva  Sylvarum,  in  doing,  in  both 
these  last  instances,  as  well  as  in  all  the  others,  in  a  passive  sense. 

Thus,  from  the  fourteenth  to  the  seventeenth  century,  the  verbal  noun,  with 
the  preposition  in  or  a,  appears  to  have  been  constantly  employed.  The 
phrase,  the  ark  was  preparing,  given  from  the  Geneva  New  Testament,  in  Bag- 
ster's  Ilexapla,  is  probably  a  misprint  for  a  prepanng,  as  no  other  example  of 
that  form  is  known  to  occur  until  long  after  the  date  of  that  version.  The 
only  early  instances  of  a  construction  bearing  any  analogy  to  the  neologism, 
is  being  built,  which  I  have  been  able  to  find,  are  in  Fabyan's  Chronicle, 
Ellis's  reprint  of  Pynson's  edition  of  1516.  These  are,  page  1,  '*  The  Cytie  ol 
Rome  was  begone  to  be  buyldsd  in  the  XI.  yere  of  Esechias";  and  p.  676,  "  In 
this  yere  also  was  ye  Guylde  halle  of  Lodon  begon  to  be  netoe  edyfied";  bu< 
these  have  little  direct  bearing  on  the  question.    After  the  construction  in, 


Lec*.  XXIX.]  PASSIVE  WITH  "being,'*  55T 

Jonson,  in  his  Englisli  grammar,  states  expressly  that  before  the 
participle  present,  a,  and  if  before  a  vowel,  om^  give  the  partici- 
ple the  force  of  a  gerond  ;  and  he  cites  as  an  example,  "  a  great 
tempest  was  a  hrefwmgP  The  obvious  explanation  of  this  form 
of  speech  is,  that  what  grammarians  choose  to  call  a  present  par- 
ticiple, is  really  a  verbal  noun  ;  and,  if  so,  there  is  nothing  more 
irregular  or  anomalons  in  the  phrase  *the  ship  is  in  building,' 
than  in  saying  *  be  industrious  in  working,  be  moderate  in  drink- 
in£: ':  for  the  verbal  noun  may  as  well  have  a  passive,  as  an  active 
^a  neuter  Bigmfication. 

The  preposition  on  or  a  was  dropped  about  the  beginning  of 
the  eighteenth  century,  but  it  is  still  understood ;  and  in  this 
construction,  though  the  form  is  the  same  as  that  of  the  participle, 
the  verbal  noun  is  still  as  much  a  noun  as  it  was  when  the  prepo- 
sition was  expressed. 

But  if  this  explanation  be  rejected,  and  it  be  insisted  that,  in 
the  phrase  in  question,  hmldmg^  makmg^  &c.,  are  true  parti- 
ciples, active  in  form,  but  passive  in  dgnification,  the  construc- 
tion may  be  defended  both  by  long  usage,  which  is  the  highest  of 
all  linguistic  authorities,  and  by  the  analogy  of  numerous  estab- 
lished formic  of  speech,  the  propriety  of  which  no  man  thinks  of 

he  is  ^  Uamey  I  give  you  this  picture  to  exam/ine^  he  has  books 


or,  a  building,  making,  &c.,  went  out  of  use,  the  verbal  noun  was  regularly 
employed  with  a  jMUBive  signification,  as  in  this  expression  in  the  XXIII. 
Letter  of  Junius,  **  the  lines  are  dra/wing  around  him/'  untU  a  very  recent 
period. 

Other  examples  of  the  use  of  the  participial  noun  in  a  passive  sense,  are : 
"  We  have  a  wyndowe  in  werehynge,"  Piers  Ploughman,  Vision,  1451 ; 
"  Ther  the  man  lith  an  hdyng,"  Ibid.,  11699 ;  "  Whils  Veni  OreaUyr  SpiHtus  is 
a fiTi^'n^/' Rutland  Papers,  18;  "In  great  aduenture  of  takynge  with  the 
Sarazins,"  Froissart,  I.  667;  "In  dout  of  Mrajfinge,"  lU^.,  784;  "Whyle 
every  thyng  was  a  preparyrhge,"  Ibid.,  II.  746 ;  *'  Whyle  these  wordes  were 
in  speahynge,"  Sir  T.  More,  Life  of  Edw.  V.,  reprint  of  Hardyng,  607 ;  "  I 
went  to  their  places  where  they  make  their  anchors,  and  saw  some  making; 
also  I  saw  great  peeces  of  ordinance  making"  Goryat's  Crudities,  reprint,  I. 
282 ;  "  While  these  preliminary  steps  were  taking,"  Robertson,  Charles  V.,  B. 
XII.;  "  The  illustrations  preparing  for  the  third  volume,"  Ruskin,  Mod.  P., 
vol.  II.,  Advertisement;  "The  extent  of  ravage  continually  committing. 
Ibid.,  p.  6,  note;  but,  **itis  being  swept  away,"  Ibid.,  same  page,  text;  "  the 
palaces  are  being  restored,"  "  the  marbles  are  being  scraped"  Ibid.,  p.  7,  note. 
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to  sM,  this  fruit  is  good  to  eat.  It  is  tme  that  in  these  expres- 
dions,  and  others  of  similar  constmction,  what  appears  to  be  an 
infinitive  active  is  not  so,  but  a  relic  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  corre- 
sponding phrase,  consisting  of  a  gerund  preceded  by  the  parti- 
ciple tOy  which  in  that  language  was  not  the  sign  of  the  infinitive, 
as  it  is  in  modem  English ;  but,  nevertheless,  the  analogical 
argument  from  an  authorized  use  of  an  active  form  in  a  passive 
sense  remains  unaffected.  The  common  expression,  these  books 
sell  well,  and  many  others  similar  in  principle,  admit  of  no  such 
explanation ;  and  the  verb,  though  active  in  inflection,  is  as  une- 
quivocally passive  in  signification,  as  are  the  Latin  vapnlo  and 
V  e  n  e  o.  Upon  what  principle,  except  the  passive  use  of  an  active 
participial  form,  can  we  explain  such  phrases  as  drinJcing-waiery 
a  riding-horse^  for  water  fit  to  be  drunk,  or  a  horse  kept  to  be 
ridden  ?  It  is  no  answer  to  say  that  these  are  to  be  considered  as 
compound  words,  because  the  passive  sense  still  remains  with  the 
active  ending.  So,  in  this  expression,  ^  considering  the  shortness 
and  uncertainty  of  life,  it  is  presumptuous  in  any  man  to  expect 
to  attain  to  the  age  of  a  hundred  years,'  considering  is  used  in  a 
passive  sense,  as  is  seen  clearly  by  the  French  equivalent  in  this 
construction,  which  is  the  passive  participle  vu  or  attendu.* 
The  expressions,  the  faUing'sichiesSj  a  stepping-stone^  a  spiti- 
ning-whedy  a  stwrnhling-hlock^  a  drvnJcing-glasSy  a  working-day^ 
the  latter  two  of  which  at  least  are  true  compotmds,  are  not  ex- 
actly analogous  with  any  I  have  cited  ;  for  though  drinking- 
water  is  water  that  is  or  may  be  drunk,  and  a  riding-horse  is  a 
horse  that  is  or  may  be  ridden,  yet  we  cannot  so  convert  these 
last  phrases.  A  drinking-glass  is  not  a  glass  to  be  drunk ;  but 
neitlier  is  it  the  glass  that  drinks,  the  day  that  works,  or  the 
wheel  that  spins.  But,  though  not  grammatically  identical,  these 
constructions  are  of  the  same  anomalous  character  as  *  the  house 
is  building ' — the  resolution  of  which  into  *  the  house  is  a  build- 
ing, or  hi  building,'  is  as  easy  and  as  idiomatic  as  to  translate 
*  drinking-glass '  into  '  a  glass /br  drinking.' 

*  When  the  sentence  contains  a  personal  nominative  with  which  the  parti- 
ciple may  agree,  it  may  possibly  be  regarded  as  active ;  as,  for  example,  '  conr 
sideriug  the  feeble  state  of  his  health,  he  ought  not  to  undertake  the  joumey '; 
which  may  be  resolved  into,  '  he,  considering  the  feeble  state  of  his  healtli, 
ought  not,'  t&c. 
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But,  independently  of  these  analogies,  we  have  several  com- 
binations in  which  even  the  porists,  who  condemn  the  phrase  in 
question,  employ  precisely  the  same  form,  and  that,  too,  not  with 
a  verbal  noun,  but  with  a  true  participle.  To  owe^  to  miaSj  to 
wcmty  are  all  transitive  verbs ;  but  no  Englishman  scruples  to 
speak  of  d^ta  owing,  to  say  that  a  paper  is  miasi/ng,  or  that  a 
sovereign  is  wa/nting  *  to  make  up  a  specified  sum. 

The  reformers  who  object  to  the  phrase  I  am  defending,  must, 
in  consistency,  employ  the  proposed  substitute  with  all  passive 
participles,  and  in  other  tenses,  as  well  as  the  present.  They , 
must  say  therefore :  The  subscription-paper  is  being  missed,  but 
I  know  that  a  considerable  sum  is  being  wanted  to  make  up  the 
amount ;  the  great  Victoria  bridge  has  been  being  buiU  more  than 
two  years ;  when  I  reach  London,  the  ship  Leviathan  wiU  be  be- 
ing built ;  if  my  orders  had  been  followed,  the  coat  wovld  ha/ve 
been  being  made  yesterday ;  if  the  house  had  then  been  being 
builty  the  mortar  would  have  been  being  mixed. 

Besides  these  cases  of  active  verbal  forms  with  a  passive  sense, 
we  have  nouns  of  similar  character.  Conf esst>7*,  for  example,  ana- 
logically ought  to  mean  one  who  confesses ;  whereas  it  signifies  a 
priest  who  is  confessed  to  /  prisoner  should  be  a  man  who  im- 
prisons, but  it  signifies  one  who  is  imprisoned.  There  are  even  ex- 
amples oi passive  participles  with  an  active  sense.  A  wett-spoken, 
or  a  fair-spoken  man,  is  a  man  who  speaks  well  or  smoothly ; 
and  weUrseen  in  a  science  not  long  since  meant  seeing  far  into, 
having  a  deep  insight  into,  that  science.  All  languages  are  full 
of  these  anomalies ;  and  he  who  resolves  to  utter  or  write  noth« 
ing  which  he  cannot  parse,  will  find  himself  restricted  to  a  beg- 
garly diction. 

The  employment  of  active  forms  with  a  passive  sense,  and  con- 
trariwise, the  attribution  of  an  active  force  to  passive  inflections, 
are  sanctioned  by  the  analogy  of  all  the  languages  to  which  Eng- 

*  These  expressions  are  all  old.  The  first  occurs  in  a  letter  from  Henry  VII. 
to  his  mother,  written  certainly  as  early  as  1508  :  **  Ye  *  •  have  graunted 
unto  me  *  *  such  debts  and  duties  which  is  oweing  and  dew  to  you,  &c." 
— Fisher's  Sermon  on  Countess  of  Derby,  Appendix,  p.  88. 

Wanting  is  several  times  used  by  Palsgrave  in  a  similar  way ;  as,  "  though 
any  fewe  wordes  *  *  shall  fortune  *  *  *  to  be  toantyng";  and, 
"  which  he    *    *    shall  suppose  to  be  toa/U^/i^."— Palsgrave,  868. 
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lish  is  related.  Not  to  mention  exceptional  cases,  the  Latins  rega- 
larly  employed  the  gerondial  both  actively  and  passively;  the 
Latin  deponent  and  the  Greek  middle  voice,  passive  in  form,  are 
active  in  sense ;  the  Icelandic  active  participle  is  nsed  genindially 
asapasaive;  as  ecki  er  trtianda,  it  is  not  to  be  believed;  in 
some,  at  least,  of  the  Frisic  dialects,  the  same  construction  is  nsed, 
tha  drivanda  and  tha  draganda,  the  driving,  and  the  car- 
rying, meaning  live  cattle  which  can  he  driven^  and  lifeless  arti- 
cles which  can  le  carried;  the  Danes  say,  blaesende  Instru- 
ment er,  blowing  instmments,  for  instaroments  that  are  Uown^ 
wind  instruments ;  and,  in  spite  of  the  grammarians,  few  Ger- 
mans would  hesitate  to  say,  with  Liebig,  eine  zn  begriind- 
ende  Wissenschaft,  a  science  founded^  or  to  he  fov/nded^ 
&c.;^  ortospeakof  das  zu  beziehende  Hans,  tliehotiseto 
he  occupied^  eine  vorhabende  Beise,  a  journey  ^^  tm- 
^^^r^oA:^;^,  while  verdienter  andBedienter,  partidplepassive 
forms  are  constantly  nsed  actively,  the  one  as  an  adjective,  the 
other  as  a  noun. 

Upon  the  whole,  then,  we  may  say,  that  the  construction  ^  the 
house  is  building'  is  sustained  by  the  authority  of  usage,  and  by 
many  analogies  in  the  English  and  cognate  languages.  If  or  is  it 
objectionable  as  an  equivocal  phrase,  because  it  is  very  seldom 
used  when  the  subject  is  of  such  a  nature  that  it  can  be  an  agent, 
and  always  with  a  context,  or  under  circumstances  which  show 
that  the  participle  must  be  taken  in  a  passive  sense. 

To  reject  it,  therefore,  is  to  violate  the  laws  of  language  by  an 
arbitrary  change ;  and,  in  this  particular  case,  the  proposed  sub- 
stitute is  at  war  with  the  genius  of  the  English  tongue. 

But  if  an  innovation  in  the  established  phraseology  of  the  last 
two  centuries  must  be  made,  either  for  the  sake  of  change,  or 
with  the  view  of  hannonizing  English  syntax  to  the  eye,  let  us  at 

*  Es  giebt  in  der  That  Aerzte  und  medicinische  Schrif tsteller  welche  behaup- 
ten  dass  cine  anf  exacte  Kenntniss  zu  begrQndende  Wissenschaft  der 
diatctischcn  und  medicinischen  Praxis  unmOglich  sei.  Leibig,  Chem.  Briefe 
4te.  Auflage,  I.  17. 

Other  examples  of  the  use  of  active  forms  with  a  passive  sense,  in  French 
und  derman,  are  the  Fr.  v  o  y  a  n  t ,  as  applied  to  colors,  in  the  signification  of 
showy,  conspicuous,  "  le  texte  n'est  par  encore  fini  d'imprime  r,"  Lettre 
de  Clavier  a  P.  L.  Courier,  3  Sept.  1809 ;  Diese  Stadt  *»**'istzubauen 
angefangen.    Bebohaus,  Was  man  ton  der  Erde  toeiss,  I.  876. 
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once  cast  off  the  fear  of  ignorant  criticism  and  the  sneers  of  pre>> 
dfiian  affectation,  go  back  to  the  primitive  construction,  which 
the  popular  good  sense  and  grammatical  instincts  of  humble  Eng- 
lish life  have  still  preserved,  and  say,  with  our  fathers — '  the  ark 
was  a  preparing,' '  the  house  was  in  building,'  ^  I  go  a  fishing/ 
^he  goes  a  begging.' 

The  participial  f  onn  is,  in  most  languages,  a  stumbling-block,* 
and  the  resemblance  between  that  part  of  speech  and  the  verbal 
adjective  is  a  constant  source  of  embarrassment.  How  subtle 
and  difficult  of  application  are  the  rules  for  determining  when  the 
active  participle  in  French  is  to  be  treated  as  a  form  of  the  vd^b, 
and  so  not  declined,  and  when  as  an  adjective,  and  accordingly 
to  be  varied  for  gender  and  number.  And  in  French  and  Italian^ 
how  hard  to  know  when  the  participle  in  the  compound  tenses  is 
declinable,  and  when  not  I  We  have  not  the  same,  but  analo- 
gous, difficulties  in  our  own  words  of  the  same  class.  There  is  a 
large  number  of  both  active  or  present,  and  past  or  passive  par- 
ticiples, which  use  has  converted  into  adjectives,  and  their  syntax: 
has  been  modified  accordingly.  To  the  employment  of  those 
to  which  the  ear  has  been  familiarized  by  practice,  we  are  recon- 
ciled, but  we  instinctively  slirink  from  every  new  attempt  to  con- 
found words  of  these  two  classes.  There  is  at  present  an  inclina- 
tion in  England  to  increase  the  number  of  active,  in  America,  of 
passive  participles,  employed  with  the  syntax  of  the  adjective. 
Thus,  in  England  it  is  common  to  hear :  "  such  a  thing  is  very 
dmnagingy^  and  the  phrase  has  been  recently  introduced  into 
this  country.  Trench  says  :  "  Words  which  had  become  unintel- 
ligible or  misleadmg^^  and  "  the  phrase  could  not  have  been  other 
than  more  or  less  misleading  ";  "  these  are  the  most  serious  and 
most  recwrringP  Now,  though  pleasmg^  graitifymg^  encourag- 
ing^ and  many  other  like  words  have  long  been  established  as  ad> 
jectives,  yet  the  cases  cited  from  Trench  strike  us  as  unpleasant 
novelties.  The  rule  appears  to  be  this :  Where  there  exists  an 
adjective  of  corresponding  meaning,  we  cannot  employ  the  parti- 
ciple as  an  adjective ;  but  if  there  is  no  such  adjective,  the  parti- 
ciple may  take  its  place.    To  apply  this :  we  ought  not  to  say 

*  Query  for  the  purists  :    Ought  I  rather  to  say,  A  block-that  is-being-etunv 
bled-at? 

24* 
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very  dwmaging^  because  we  have  the  adjectiye  injurioua;  or 
very  remrtvy,  becanfle  we  have/r^t^  But  we  may  em- 
ploy  gratifying  and  enoov/rdging  as  adjectiyes,  because  there  are 
no  Engli^  adjectives  with  the  same  meaning.  Upon  the  same 
principle,  we  may  justify  the  use  of  misleading  with  an  adjecti- 
val syntax,  for,  though  it  has  a  raw  and  unpleasant  savor,  it  is 
objectionable  only  because  it  is  new. 

Many  past  or  rather  passive  participles  have  long  been  em- 
ployed as  adjectives,  and  it  is  difficult  to  lay  down  a  rule  for  dis- 
tinguishing between  them.  A  practical  criterion  is  the  applica- 
tion of  the  adverb  very^  which  we  use  to  qualify  adjectives,  not 
participles,  except  when  the  latter  have  become  adjectives ;  thus 
we  say  'I  am  very  happy ^  but  not  *I  am  very  deldghied^; 
though  very  tired^  very  learnedy  and  the  like,  are  freely  employed. 
The  inclination  in  this  country  is  to  enlarge  the  list  of  these 
words,  and  we  not  unf requently  hear  such  expressions  as  '  very 
satisfied,'  '  very  pleased.'  It  is  not  easy  to  see  why  we  may  say 
*  a  tired  man,'  '  a  learned  man,'  '  he  is  very  tired  or  very  learned '; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  while  we  use  the  phrase  ^  a  disappointed 
man,'  we  cannot  say  *  he  is  very  disappointed,'  though  he  is  '  very 
much  disappointed '  is  an  idiomatic  phrase. 

The  more  frequent  employment  of  both  the  participles  with  an 
adjectival  syntax,  is,  in  its  origin,  a  Gallicism,  but  it  also  exem- 
plifies the  prevailing  inclination  to  reject  purely  granmiatical  dis- 
tinctions, and  to  simplify  our  grammar,  by  assimilating  forms 
and  phrases  which  suggest  no  substantial  difference  of  sense, 
while  we  are  at  the  same  time  increasing  our  power  of  expression 
by  enlarging  our  vocabulary,  and  more  nicely  discriminating  be- 
tween words  of  hke  general  meaning. 

It  is  doubtless  an  improvement  in  any  language  to  increase  the 
significance  of  its  vocabulary,  and  to  make  the  meaning  of  a 
period  depend  more  on  the  inherent  force,  and  less  on  the  form 
and  arrangement,  of  the  words  that  compose  it ;  and  therefore, 
though  every  man  of  taste  will  prefer  to  follow  rather  than  to 
lead  in  linguistic  changes,  yet  there  is  no  sound  objection  to  the 
tendencies  of  which  I  am  speaking,  except  the  repulsive  effect  of 
all  neologisms  in  syntax. 

The  same  observation  will  apply  to  another  grammatical  sub- 
tlety, which,  whatever  may  be  its  origin,  has  at  present  no  logical 
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value  or  Bignificance  whatever.  I  refer  to  the  distmction  between 
miU  and  aJidUy  as  used  with  different  personal  pronouns,  whether 
as  signs  of  the  future,  or  as  forms  of  determination  or  authority. 
I  ahaUy  you  wHlj  and  he  wiUy  are  generall j  simply  futures,  pre- 
dictions; and  wiU  and  sJuM  are  true  auxiliaries.  I  wiU^  you 
ahaUy  and  he  ahaUy  are  expressions  of  determination ;  and  wiU 
and  8haU  are  not  true  auxiliaries.  Ko  very  satisfactory  explana- 
tion of  a  distinction  apparently  so  arbitrary  has  been  given, 
though  some  ingenious  suggestions  as  to  the  origin  of  it  have 
been  offered ;  but,  whatever  foundation  may  once  have  existed 
for  this  nicety,  it  now  answers  no  intellectual  purpose.  In  Scot- 
land, and  in  many  parts  of  the  United  States,  will  and  shall  are 
confounded,  or  at  least  not  employed  according  to  the  established 
English  usage.  There  is  little  risk  in  predicting  that  at  no  very 
distant  day,  this  verbal  quibble  will  disappear,  and  that  one  of 
the  auxiliaries  will  be  employed  with  all  persons  of  the  nomina- 
tive, exclusively  as  the  sign  of  the  future,  and  the  other  only  as 
an  expression  of  purpose  or  authority.  To  persons  accustomed 
to  be  scrupulous  in  the  use  of  these  words,  the  confusion  or  ir- 
regular employment  of  them  is  one  of  the  most  disagreeable  of 
all  departures  from  the  English  idiom;  but  as  the  subtlety  in 
question  serves  no  end  but  to  embarrass,  the  rejection  of  it,  ac- 
companied with  a  constant  distinction  in  mecmi/ng  between  the 
two  words,  must  be  deemed  not  a  corruption,  but  a  rational  im- 
provement. 

It  is  impossible,  in  a  single  lecture,  to  notice  in  detail  the  thou- 
sand violations  of  granmiatical  propriety  which  are  constantly 
springing  up,  and  which  are  threatening  to  pervert  and  denatu- 
ralize our  mother  tongue ;  but  the  deliberate  introduction  of  in- 
correct forms,  whether  by  the  coinage  of  new,  or  the  revival  of 
obsolete  and  inexpressive  syntactical  combinations,  ought  to  be 
resisted  even  in  trifles,  especially  where  it  leads  to  the  confusion 
of  distinct  ideas.  An  example  of  this  is  the  recent  use  of  the  ad- 
verbial phrases  in  respect  of^  in  rega/rd  of^  for  in  or  vnth  respect 
or  regard  to.  This  innovation  is  without  any  syntactical  ground, 
and  ought  to  be  condemned  and  avoided  as  a  mere  grammatical 
crotchet. 

The  writers  of  the  seventeenth  century  used  these  expressions 
in  three  senses:    First,  for  ^in  compcmson  with';  as,  the  ex 
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penses  of  the  government  are  small,  in  respect  of  \\&  revenue; 
eecondly,  for  '  hy  reason  of^  or  '  on  aocovmt  of^\  as,  in  respect  of 
Q\xr  ignorance  and  frailty,  we  ought  to  be  humble ;  and  finally,  as 
a  mode  of  introducing  a  subject,  limiting  a  general  proposition,  or 
referring  to  a  particular  point,  in  which  case  it  was  equivalent  to 
the  phrases  ^  asto^  'in  reference  tOy  '  respecting^  *  so  far  as  conr 
eems^  &c.*  The  first  use,  that  expressive  of  comparison,  soon 
became  obsolete,  and  has  not  been  revived.  The  form,  in  respect 
or  regard  of  was  then  confined  to  the  meaning  by  rea>son  of,  on 
acootmt  of ;  and  m  or  ^D^th  respect  or  regard  to  was  employed  in 
the  sense  of  in  reference  tOy  respecting.  This  employment  of 
these  latter  two  forms  had  become  well  settled,  though  the  first 
of  them  was  seldom  employed  except  in  the  dialect  of  the  law. 
Coleridge  was  the  first  eminent  writer  of  this  century  who  re- 
turned to  the  practice  of  using  '  in  respect  of '  exclusively ;  but 
his  writings  never  had  sufficient  currency  to  produce  much  in- 
fluence on  the  language.  Since  his  time,  however,  some  de- 
servedly popular  writers  have  employed  this  phrase ;  and  with 
Trench  it  is  a  pet  construction,  and  often  introduced  when  a  very 
different  phrase  would  much  better  express  its  meaning.  It  rests, 
of  course,  on  the  theory  that  in  this  phrase,  respect  or  regard  is 
an  independent  noun,  and  therefore  should  be  followed  by  the 
preposition  of.  But  this,  I  think,  is  a  mistaken  view  of  the  sub- 
ject. The  word  respect  in  this  combination  has  none  of  the 
meanings  known  to  it  as  an  independent  noun,  in  the  English  vo- 
cabulary.    The  expression  *  in  or  with  respect '  is  an  idiotism,  a 

•First  sense,  of  **  comparison  ": 

The  Warres  of  Latter  Ages  seeme  to  be  made  in  the  Darke,  in  respect  of  the 
glory  and  honour  which  reflected  upon  men  from  the  Wars  in  ancient  Time. 
Bacon's  Essays,  1639,  Essay  xxix.    Of  the  True  Greatness  of  Kingdoms. 

Second  sense,  "by  reason,"  or,  "on  account  of": 

The  Northern  tract  of  the  World  is  in  nature  the  more  martial  Region  :  be 
it  in  respect  of  the  Stars  of  that  Hemisphere,  ♦  *  *  or  of  the  cold  of  the 
Northern  parts,  which  *  ♦  ♦  doth  make  the  bodies  hardest  and  the  cour- 
age warmest.  Do.,  do..  Essay  Iviii.    Of  Vicissitudes  of  Things. 

Third  sense,  "relatively  to,"  or,  "with  reference  to": 

Timing  of  the  Sute  is  the  principal ;  Timing,  I  say,  not  onely  in  respect  qf 
the  Person  that  should  grant  it,  but  in  respect  ofthoae  which  are  like  to  crosse  it. 

Do.,  do.,  Essay  xlix.    Of  Suitors. 

See  also  Haven  of  Health* 
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phraseological  constraction  of  an  adverbial  character,  and  in  its 
ordinary  modem  use,  it  is  the  equivalent  of  rdativelA/.  Old 
writers  sometimes  say  *  respectively  to.'  This  is  now  disused ; 
but  *  relatively  to '  is  by  no  means  unfrequent,  and  *  in  respect  of^ 
used  in  this  sense,  is  just  as  gross  a  violation  of  English  grammar 
as  to  write  *  relatively  of^  or  in  reference  qf.^ 

The  mere  violation  of  a  grammatical  rule  would  be  a  compara- 
tively small  evil ;  but  most  of  the  writers  who  have  adopted  this 
innovation,  are  so  anxious  to  parade  it  as  a  badge  of  the  style  of  a 
school,  that  they  drag  it  in  on  all  occasions  where  they  can  by 
any  chance  contrive  to  introduce  it,  very  often  employing  it  in 
constructions  that  leave  it  difficult  to  determine  whether  they 
mean  rdativdy  tOj  or  by  reason  qfj  or  in  pomt  of;  and  the 
vague  use  of  the  phrase,  of  course,  tends  to  embarrass  the  reader 
by  confounding  in  expression  things  logically  very  distinct.* 

The  two  changes  which  I  have  now  been  considering,  are  not 
of  popular  but  of  scholastic  origin,  and  they  are  wholly  the  fruit 
of  an  affectation  of  superior  correctness.  But  there  is,  among  the 
novelties  I  have  referred  to,  one  which  originated  with  the  mul- 
titude, and  has  a  psychological  foundation,  though  it  is  too  much 
at  variance  with  the  general  analogy  of  the  language  to  deserve 
countenance.  I  refer  to  the  use  of  the  word  comfnvnity  without 
the  article,  when  not  employed  in  the  sense  of  i/n  com/man  /  as, 
for  example,  ^  Conmiunity  is  interested  in  the  question ';  '  the 
policy  is  injurious  to  community.^  So  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  re- 
spectable writer  has  sanctioned  this  form  of  speech,  and  it  is 
justly  regarded  as  a  very  gross  vulgarism ;  but  I  could  name  per- 
sons of  some  position  in  the  literary  world,  who  employ  it  collo- 
quially. The  general  rule  is,  that  common  nouns  employed 
in  a  definite  sense  in  the  singular  number,  must  take  the  article. 
Thus,  in  the  first  of  the  instances  just  given,  though  ignorant 
people,  and  some  who  are  not  ignorant  except  in  this  particular, 
say  *  Comrmmity  is  interested  in  the  question,'  no  one  would  say, 


♦  Nobody  ever  thinks  of  saying,  "  in  reference  of";  but  if  those  phrases  are 
to  be  governed  by  the  rules  of  English  construction  of  nouns,  there  is  as  good 
ground  for  this  expression  as  for  "in  respect  of."  The  Latin  etymology  of 
respect  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question,  for  the  Latin  primitive  was  not 
used  for  any  such  purpose,  or  in  any  such  construction  ;  and  the  phrase  in 
question  is  strictly  an  English  idiotism. 
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*  Public  is  interested  in  the  question.'  The  philological  instinct 
of  every  English-speaking  man  would  be  shocked  at  the  omission 
of  the  article,  and  would  correct  the  phrase  by  supplying  it,  ^  The 
public  is  interested.'  Now,  the  grammatical  category  of  the 
words  oarnmunity  and  pvhUo  in  these  examples  is  the  same. 
Why,  then,  do  some  ears  demand  the  article  in  one  case,  and  re- 
ject it  in  the  other?  The  explanation  is  this.  When  w% per- 
sonify common  nouns  used  definitely  in  the  singular  number,  we 
may  omit  the  article.  Thus  Holy  Churchy  not  the  Holy  Church, 
was  constantly  used  by  old  writers,  because  the  church  was  in- 
vested with  personality,  regarded  as  a  thinking,  acting,  authorita- 
tive entity.  For  the  same  reason,  ParUcmientj  and  in  England, 
Minietersj  used  instead  of  the  mimstryy  do  not  take  the  article ; 
nor,  according  to  present  usage,  does  Congress^  as  applied  to  our 
National  Legislature;  and  in  the  ecclesiastical  proceedings  of 
some  religious  denominations,  Con/oention  and  Synod  are  em- 
ployed in  the  same  way,  on  the  same  principle.  With  respect  to 
CongreBB^  the  omission  of  the  article  is  recent,  for  during  the 
Revolution,  while  the  Federal  Government  was  a  body  of  doubt- 
ful authority  and  permanence,  and  not  yet  familiar  to  the  people 
as  a  great  continuing,  constitutive,  and  ordaining  power,  the 
phrase  used  was  commonly  ^  the  Congress,'  and  such  is  the  form 
of  expression  in  the  Constitution  itself.  But  when  the  Govern- 
ment became  consolidated,  and  Congress  was  recognized  as  the 
paramount  legislative  power  of  the  Union,  the  embodiment  of  the 
national  will,  it  was  personified  and  the  article  dropped,  and  in 
like  manner,  the  word  OovemmerU  is  often  used  in  the  same 
way.  Now  in  our  time,  as  I  have  often  had  occasion  to  remark, 
society  has  become  more  intensely  social,  the  feeling  of  union 
and  of  mutual  interest,  the  consciousness  of  reciprocal  right  and 
duty,  are  strengthened,  and  the  body  of  the  nation  is  more 
habitually  regarded  as  a  homogeneous  self-conscious  agent. 
Hence,  what  we  call  *  the  community '  is  conceived  of  as  a  being, 
not  as  a  thing ;  as  an  organic  combination,  a  person  in  short,  not 
as  an  assemblage  of  unrelated  individuals.  Accordingly,  the 
word  community  is  beginning  to  take  the  syntax  of  personal  and 
personified  nouns,  and  to  reject  the  article,  while  public^  which 
we  employ  in  a  sense  implying  less  of  common  feeling  and  com- 
mon interest  than  Latin  usage  ascribed  to  it,  is  uniformly  con- 
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Btoned  with  the  article.  The  omission  of  the  article  before  this 
noun,  though  not  defensible,  is  not  without  a  show  of  reason,  and 
deserves  less  condemnation  than  ^is  being  built'  and  ^  in  respect 
ofi  which  are,  with  most  of  those  who  use  them,  at  best  but 
philological  coxcombries. 

The  history  of  the  classical  languages  and  literature  affords 
little  encouragement  to  those  who  hope  for  further  substantial 
improvement  in  the  English  speech,  or  even  to  those  who  are 
striving  to  arrest  its  degeneracy  and  decay.  The  tongues  of 
Hellas  and  Home  had  each  but  a  single  era  of  vigor  and  perfec- 
tion ;  and  the  creative  literature  of  Greece  extends  over  a  period 
but  a  hundred  years  longer  than  that  which  has  elapsed  since 
Chaucer  sang.  Six  centuries  comprise  all  that  has  made  the  Gre- 
cian intellect  immortaL  Boman  literature,  essentially  borrowed, 
or  at  least  imitative,  and  conmiencing  only  after  the  oracles  of 
Hellenic  genius  had  ceased  to  give  responses,  flourished  but 
half  as  long.  So,  in  modem  times,  Italy  was  but  three  hundred 
years  a  power  in  the  world  of  letters,  and  Spain  had  scarcely  a 
longer  age  of  intellectual  activity.  Germany,  on  the  contrary, 
has  an  old  literature,  and  a  new,  a  Nibelungenlied,  and  after  six 
centuries,  again  a  Faust;  and  the  present  century  affords  evi- 
dence that  the  mind  of  the  Anglican  race  is  rousing  itself  to  win 
new  prizes  in  the  arena  of  letters.  There  was  one  cause  of  de- 
cadence in  the  classical  languages,  which  does  not  exist  in  those 
of  the  modem  Gothic  stock.  Greece  and  Home  had  no  foreign 
fountains  from  which  to  draw,  when  their  own  were  waxing  tur- 
bid and  dry,  no  old  Kterature,  no  record  of  a  primitive,  haM-f  orgot- 
ten  language,  no  long-neglected  but  rich  mine  of  linguistic  wealth 
whence  the  unwrought  ores  of  speech  could  yet  be  extracted ; 
and  hence  their  literature  died,  because  their  tongues  were  con- 
sumed, their  material  exhausted.  If  such  a  fate  awaits  the 
genius  and  the  language  of  the  Anglican  people,  it  is  but  the 
common  lot  of  all  things  human;  but  we  are  nevertheless  far 
from  the  day  when  the  resources  of  our  maternal  speech  will  all 
have  been  made  available,  and  when  nothing  but  stereotyped 
repetition  will  be  left  for  our  writers.  The  Saxon  legions  which 
the  Norman  irraption  drove  from  the  field  may  yet  be  rallied ; 
and,  with  the  renovation  of  our  language,  we  may  still  hope  for 
a  blessing  which  was  denied  to  Hellas  and  Latium :  the  revival 
of  the  glories  of  a  national  literature. 


LECTURE    XXX. 

THB  ENGLISH   LANGUAGE  IN  AMEBIOA. 

The  English  langaage  in  America  is  necessarily  much  affected 
by  the  multitude  of  new  objects,  processes,  and  habits  of  life  that 
qualify  our  material  existence  in  this  new  world,  which,  with 
sometimes  incongruous  architecture,  we  are  building  up  out  of 
the  raw  stock  that  nature  has  given  us ;  by  the  great  influx  of 
foreigners  speaking  different  langaages  or  dialects,  who,  in  adopt- 
ing our  speech,  cannot  fail  to  communicate  to  it  some  of  the 
peculiarities  of  their  own  ;*  by  climatic  and  other  merely  mar 
terial  causes  which  affect  the  action  of  the  organs  of  articulatioii, 
and  of  course  the  form  of  spoken  words;  by  the  generally  dif- 
fused habit  of  reading,  which  makes  pronunciation  and  phrase 

*A  striking  instance  of  the  transfer  of  accent  and  intonation  from  one 
speech  to  another  came  under  mj  own  personal  observation  some  years  since. 
While  travelling  in  one  of  the  long  American  railway  carriages  which  convey 
many  passengers  in  a  single  compartment,  I  noticed  two  respectably  dressed 
women  who  occupied  seats  at  some  distance  from  my  own,  and  who  were 
keeping  up  a  lively  conversation  in  a  language  unintelligible  to  me.  Many  of 
the  words  they  used  seemed  much  like  English,  many  others,  though  not 
High  or  Low  Dutch,  or  Scandinavian,  might  possibly  have  been  of  the  Qothic 
stock,  and  I  concluded  that  the  women  were  using  some  Germanic  dialect  not 
familiar  to  me.  My  curiosity  was  piqued,  and  I  thought  it  not  a  breach  of 
good  manners  to  exchange  my  seat  for  a  nearer  position  in  order  to  ascertain 
what  language  they  were  speaking.  The  tones  and  modulations  of  their  voices 
were  so  exactly  alike  that  I  could  not  distinguish  between  them,  but  after  lis- 
tening a  few  minutes  I  made  out  enough  of  the  dialogue  to  learn  that  the  two 
women  were  sisters,  one  just  arrived  from  the  Scotch  Highlands,  the  other  an 
emigrant  who  had  been  in  the  United  States  some  years.  The  new-comer, 
though  understanding  English,  did  not  speak  it ;  the  other,  without  having 
forgotten  her  native  tongue,  had  been  long  enough  in  America  to  have  lost 
her  fluency  in  the  use  of  it,  and  in  their  conversation  each  was  speaking  the 
language  most  familiar  to  her,  though  the  native  intonation  and  accent -wen 
no  less  marked  in  the  one  than  in  the  other. 
(568) 
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more  formal  and  also  more  miiform;  and  doubtless  by  other 
more  obscure  and  yet  undetected  causes. 

Thus  far,  it  can  by  no  means  be  said  that  any  distinct  dialectic 
difference  has  established  itself  between  England  and  the  United 
States ;  and  it  is  a  trite  observation,  that,  though  very  few  Ameri- 
cans speak  as  well  as  the  educated  classes  of  Englishmen,  yet  not 
only  is  the  average  English  used  here,  both  in  speaking  and  vrrit- 
ing,  better  than  that  of  the  great  mass  of  the  English  people,  but 
there  are  fewer  local  peculiarities  of  form  and  articulation  in  our 
vast  extent  of  territory  than  on  the  comparatively  narrow  soil  of 
Great  Britain.  In  spite  of  disturbing  and  distracting  causes,  Eng- 
lish is  more  emphatically  one  in  America  than  in  its  native  land ; 
and  if  we  have  engrafted  on  our  mother^speech  some  wide-spread 
corruptions,  we  have  very  nearly  freed  the  language,  in  our  use 
of  it,  from  some  vulgar  and  disagreeable  peculiarities  exceedingly 
common  in  England. 

So  far  as  any  tendency  to  divergence  between  the  two  countries 
exists,  it  manifests  itself  at  present  rather  in  the  spoken  than  in 
the  written  dialect,  in  pronunciation  rather  than  in  vocabulary  and 
grammatical  structure.  It  can  hardly  be  denied  that  a  marked 
difference  of  accent  is  already  observable ;  but,  though  a  very 
few  words  current  on  one  side  of  the  Atlantic  are  either  obsolete 
or  not  yet  introduced  upon  the  other,  it  would  be  difficult  to 
frame  a  written  sentence,  which  would  be  pronounced  good  Eng- 
lish by  competent  judges  in  America,  and  condemned  as  unidi- 
omatic  in  England. 

Some  noticeable  local  and  general  differences  between  American 
and  British  English  may  be  explained  by  the  fact,  that  consider- 
able bodies  of  Englishmen  sometimes  emigrated  from  the  same 
vicinity,  and  that  in  their  new  home  they  and  their  multiplied 
descendants  have  kept  together  and  continued  to  employ  dialectic 
peculiarities  of  their  native  speech,  or  retained  words  of  general 
usage,  which  elsewhere  perished.  Thus  the  inhabitants  of  East- 
em  Yirglnia  were  early  settlers,  and  have  intermixed  little 
with  the  descendants  of  other  colonists  or  strangers.  Hence, 
they  are  said  to  retain  some  Shakespearean  words  not  popu- 
larly known  in  other  American  or  even  English  districts; 
and  the  dialect  of  Southeastern  Massachusetts,  which  is  inhab- 
ited by  the  unmixed  progeny  of  the  first  immigrants^  is  marked 
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by  corresponding  individnalitieB.  It  is  to  the  influence  of  sncb 
causes  that  we  owe  some  excellent  words  that  have  now  become 
nniversal  in  the  United  States,  as,  for  example,  the  verb  to  wiU 
— a  word  which  has  strangely  been  suffered  to  perish  in  England 
without  leaving  any  substitute  or  equivalent  behind  it 

In  the  use  of  colloquialisms  not  only  tolerated  but  preferred  in 
conversation,  though  scarcely  allowable  in  writing,  the  two  na- 
tions differ  considerably.  What  our  own  self-indulgences  are,  in 
this  respect,  it  is  difficult  for  an  American  to  say,  because  he  be- 
comes conscious  of  them,  as  national  peculiarities,  only  when  his 
attention  is  called  to  them  by  criticisms  which  good-breeding  sel- 
dom permits'  an  Englishman  to  make.  In  England,  on  the  other 
hand,  an  educated  American  hears,  in  the  best  circles,  familiar 
expressions  and  grammatical  licenses  which  he  would  himself  not 
venture  to  employ  in  America.  For  instance,  he  will  most  fre- 
quently hear  it  is  me,  and  even  it  is  him,  instead  of  it  is  I,  it  is 
he.  Some  English  grammarians  think  the  former  of  these  ex- 
pressions defensible ;  and,  in  the  analogy  of  the  French  and  Dan- 
ish languages,  where  the  corresponding  forms  are  not  merely  al- 
lowable but  obligatory,  there  lies  an  argument  of  some  weight; 
but  this  apparent  grammatical  solecism  is  not  sanctioned  by 
Anglo-Saxon  usage,  nor  by  the  authority  of  good  writers.  What 
will  this  cost  to  print  t  would  perhaps  not  strike  an  American 
oddly,  but  he  would  himself  say :  What  wUl  it  cost  to  print 
this  t  Blv/ni  and  dvU  are  distinct  in  America,  hhmt  being  ap- 
plied only  to  the  penetrating  point,  and  dvU  to  the  cutting  edge 
of  an  instrument.  They  now  seem  to  be  used  indiscriminately 
in  England,  though  they  were  formerly  distinguished,  as  appears 
from  Shakespeare  :  Rich.  HI.  rv.  4.  Starve,  which  in  England 
IB  applied  to  extreme  suffering  either  from  cold  or  hunger,  is 
used  in  America  only  in  reference  to  the  latter.  In  the  United 
States  coal  is  employed  where  the  English  use  coals.  An  Eng- 
lishman would  perhaps  say :  The  coal  in  a  mine,  but  he  always 
speaks  of  this  substance  as  coals,  however  great  the  quantity, 
when  it  is  broken  up  so  as  to  be  ready  for  use.  We,  on  the  other 
hand,  never  employ  the  plural  form  except  as  applied  to  frag- 
ments in  actual  combustion.* 

*  I  have  noticed  in  some  rather  recent  English  periodicals  certain  words 
which  I  do  not  remember  to  have  seen  or  heard  among  us.    In  an  obituary 
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The  most  important  pecoliaritj  of  American  "RtigliaTi  w  a  lazit j, 
irregularity,  and  conlosion  in  the  nse  of  partides.  The  same 
thing  is,  indeed,  observable  in  England,  but  not  to  the  same  ex- 
tent, thongh  some  gross  departures  from  idiomatic  propriety, 
such  as  difererU  tOj  for  dAff event from,^  are  common  in  England,, 
which  none  but  very  ignorant  persons  would  be  guilty  of  in 
America.  These  may  seem  trifling  matters,  and  in  languages 
abounding  in  inflections  they  might  be  so ;  but  in  a  syntax,  de- 
pending, like  ours,  so  much  upon  the  right  use  of  participles, 
strict  accuracy  in  this  particular  becomes  seriously  important. 

In  the  tenses  of  the  verbs,  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  well- 
educated  Americans  conform  more  closely  to  grammatical  pro- 
priety than  the  corresponding  class  in  England.  At  least,  the 
proper  use  of  the  compound  preterite  is  more  generally  with  us. 
In  English  writers  of  some  pretensions,  we  meet  such  phrajses  a» 
<  this  plate  has  ieen  engraved  by  Albert  Diirer,'  ^  this  palace  hcts^ 
"been  designed  by  Michael  Angelo,'  for  was  engraved,  was  de- 
signed. Such  an  abuse  of  the  proper  o£Sce  of  the  preterite  ia 
never  heard  in  America.  In  general,  I  think  we  may  say,  that 
in  point  of  naked  syntactical  accuracy,  the  English  of  America 
is  not  at  all  inferior  to  that  of  England ;  but  we  do  not  discrimi- 
nate so  precisely  in  the  meaning  of  words,  nor  do  we  habitually, 
in  either  conversation  or  in  writing,  express  ourselves  so  grace- 
fully, or  employ  so  classic  a  diction  as  do  the  English.  Our 
taste  in  language  is  less  fastidious,  and  our  licenses  and  inaccura- 
cies are  more  frequently  of  a  character  indicative  of  want  of  re- 
finement and  elegant  culture,  than  those  we  hear  in  educated 
society  in  England. 

notice  of  De  Morgan,  in  the  AVieruBum  of  March  25,  1871,  paradoxer  and 
paradaxiit  are  used  for  one  who  maintains  paradoxes.  In  the  same  periodical 
of  May  5,  1871,  I  find  this  phrase:  Caligraphic  evidence  has  seemed  to  de- 
monstrate that  Lady  Temple  at  least  handtorote  the  Junian  Letters.  In  Nature, 
March,  1871,  there  is  a  notice  of  a  Paper  read  before  the  Anthropological 
Society  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  entitled  :  On  the  BackU  aspects  of  the 
Franco-German  War ;  and  the  word  racial  frequently  occurs  in  the  AbMtracts- 
of  the  same  Scientific  Journal.  Most  words  of  this  kind,  however,  cross  th& 
Atlantic  so  rapidly  that  it  is  often  diflScult  to  be  certain  of  their  true  nation* 
ality.  Even  the  honor  of  the  parentage  of  certain  dang  phrases  is  disputable,, 
and  many  an  American  has  been  astonished  to  hear  from  an  English  acquaint^ 
ance  an  expression  of  this  character— utterly  new  to  him,  and  very  un-Ameri* 
can  besides — followed  by :  "As  you  say  in  America." 
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The  causes  of  the  differences  in  pronunciation  are  partly  cH* 
matic,  and  therefore  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  resist;  and 
partly  owing  to  a  difference  of  circumstances.  Of  this  latter 
clajss  of  influences,  the  universality  of  reading  in  America  is  the 
most  obvious  and  important.  The  most  marked  difference  is^ 
perhaps,  in  the  length,  or  prosodical  quantity,  of  the  vowels ;  and 
both  the  causes  I  have  mentioned  concur  to  produce  this  effect 
We  are  said  to  drawl  our  words  by  protracting  the  vowels,  and 
giving  them  a  more  diphthongal  sound  than  the  Engliah.  "Now^ 
an  Englishman  who  reads,  will  habitually  utter  his  vowek  more 
fully  and  distinctly  than  his  countryman  who  does  not;  and, 
upon  the  same  principle,  a  nation  of  readers,  like  the  Americans, 
will  pronounce  more  deUberately  and  clearly  than  a  people,  so 
large  a  proportion  of  whom  are  unable  to  read,  as  in  England. 
From  our  universal  habit  of  reading,  there  results  not  only  a 
greater  distinctness  of  articulation,  but  a  strong  tendency  to  as- 
similate the  spoken  to  the  written  language.*  Thus  Americans 
incline  to  give  to  every  syllable  of  a  written  word  a  distinct 
enunciation ;  and  the  popular  habit  is  to  say  du>4ionr€kryj  nyHitr 
ar-y^  with  a  secondary  accent  on  the  penultimate,  instead  of 
sinking  the  third  syllable,  as  is  so  common  in  England.  There 
is  no  doubt  something  disagreeably  stiff  in  an  anxious  and  affect- 
ed conformity  to  the  -very  letter  of  orthography ;  and  to  those 
accustomed  to  a  more  hurried  utterance,  we  may  seem  to  drawl 
when  we  are  only  giving  a  full  expression  to  letters,  which, 
though  etymologically  important,  the  English  habitually  slur 
over,  sputtering  out,  as  a  Swedish  satirist  says,  one-half  of  the 
word  and  swallowing  the  other.    The  tendency  to  make  the  long 

*  That  this  tendency  exists  to  some  extent  in  England  also,  even  in  the  most 
conservative  classes,  I  infer  from  the  following  anecdote.  Some  yean  since 
a  letter  of  introduction  from  an  English  friend  was  handed  me  by  another 
English  gentleman,  and  in  this  letter  the  writer  took  the  trouble  to  give  me 
the  proper  English  pronunciation  of  the  name  of  the  person  introduced,  thii 
pronunciation  not  being  in  conformity  with  the  spelling  Of  course  I  waa 
careful  to  address  my  new  acquaintance  as  advised,  but,  to  my  surprise,  when 
this  gentleman  spoke  of  his  wife,  he  called  her  Lady exactly  in  con- 
formity with  the  spelling  of  the  name.     On  my  asking  for  an  explanation, 

thi»  answer  was  given :  **  Oh,  yes,  we  were  always  called formerly,  but 

it  is  so  unlike  the  spelling  that  it  seems  like  an  affectation  in  these  days,  and 
we  now  prefer  to  conform  the  pronunciation  of  our  name  more  to  its  orthog- 
raphy." 
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vowels  diphthongal  is  noticed  by  foreigners  as  a  peculiarity  of  the 
orthoepy  of  our  language ;  and  this  tendency  will,  of  course,  be 
strengthened  by  any  cause  which  produces  greater  slowness  and 
fulness  of  articulation.  Besides  the  influence  of  the  habit  of 
reading,  there  is  some  reason  to  think  that  climate  is  affecting 
our  articulation.  In  spite  of  the  greater  coldness  of  our  winters, 
our  flora  shows  that  the  climate  of  even  our  Northern  States  be- 
longs, upon  the  whole,  to  a  more  Southern  type  than  that  of 
England.  In  Southern  latitudes,  at  least  within  the  temperate 
zone,  articulation  is  generally  much  more  distinct  than  in  North- 
em  regions.  Witness  the  pronunciation  of  Spanish,  Italian, 
Turkish,  as  compared  with  Enghsh,  Danish,  and  German.  Par- 
ticipating, then,  in  the  physical  influences  of  a  Southern  climate, 
we  have  contracted  something  of  the  more  distinct  articulation 
that  belongs  to  a  dry  atmosphere,  and  a  clear  sky.  And  this 
view  of  the  case  is  confirmed  by  the  fact  that  the  inhabitants 
of  our  Southern  States  incline,  like  the  people  of  Southern 
Europe,  to  throw  the  accent  towards  the  end  of  the  word ;  and 
thus,  like  all  nations  that  use  that  accentuation,  bring  out  all  the 
syllables.  This  we  observe  very  commonly  in  the  comparative 
Northern  and  Southern  pronunciation  of  proper  names.  I  might 
exemplify  by  citing  familiar  instances ;  but,  lest  that  should  bu 
invidious,  it  may  suffice  to  say  that,  not  to  mention  more  im 
portant  changes,  many  a  Northern  member  of  Congress  goes  to 
Washington  a  dactyl  or  a  trochee^  and  comes  home  an  wnvphir 
hrach  or  an  icumhus.  Why  or  how  external  physical  causes,  as 
climate  and  modes  of  life,  should  affect  pronunciation,  we  cannot 
say ;  but  it  is  evident  that  material  influences  of  some  sort  are 
producing  a  change  in  our  bodily  constitution,  and  we  are  fast 
acquiring  a  distinct  national  Anglo-American  type.  That  the 
delicate  organs  of  articulation  should  participate  in  such  tenden- 
cies, is  altogether  natural ;  and  the  operation  of  the  causes  which 
give  rise  to  them,  is  palpable  even  in  our  hand-writing,  which,  if 
not  uniform  with  itself,  is  generally  so  xmlike  common  English 
script  as  to  be  readily  distinguished  from  it. 

To  the  joint  operation,  then,  of  these  two  causes,  universal 
reading  and  climatic  influences,  we  must  ascribe  our  habit  of 
dwelling  upon  vowel  and  diphthongal  sounds,  or  drawling,  if  that 
term  be  insisted  upon.     This  peculiarity,  it  must  be  admitted,  if 
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extremely  disagreeable,  particularly  to  a  delicate  and  fastidionfl 
native  ear,  to  which  long  familiarity  has  rendered  the  language 
sufficiently  intelligible  even  when  not  pronounced  with  marked 
distinctness ;  but  it  is  often  noticed  by  foreigners  as  both  nlaking 
us  more  readily  understood  by  them  in  speaking  our  own  tonguOi 
and  as  connected  with  a  flexibility  of  organ  which  enables  us  to 
acquire  a  better  pronunciation  of  other  languages  than  is  usual 
with  Englishmen.^  In  any  case,  as,  in  spite  of  the  old  adage, 
speech  is  given  us  that  we  may  make  ourselves  understood,  our 
drawling,  however  prolonged,  is  preferable  to  the  nauseous, 
foggy,  mumbling  thickness  of  articulation  which  characterizes 
the  cockney,  and  is  not  unfrequently  affected  by  Englishmen  of 
a  better  class. 

It  is  to  the  same  tendency  to  a  prolonged  and  consequently 
distinct  pronunciation  of  the  vowels,  that  we  are  to  ascribe  the 
general  retention  of  some,  and  the  partial  preservation  of  other, 
vowel  sounds  in  America,  now  pretty  uniformly  banished  out  of 
the  orthoepy  of  English  writers  on  pronunciation,  though  not 
yet  quite  out  of  the  actual  speoch  of  the  British  people.  One 
of  these  is  the  sound  of  o  in  none^  intermediate  between  the 
participle  known  and  the  noun  mm.  This  is  rather  peculiar  to 
Kew  England,  and  is  used  in  coaty  which  is  not  made  to  rhyme 
with  qttote  or  hoat^  and  in  many  other  words.  The  other  is  the 
long  e  in  there^  which  Walker  and  his  sequela  make  identical 
with  a  in  fate.  This  latter  sound,  as  I  have  before  remarked,  is 
by  most  Continental  phonologists  justly  regarded  at  distinct  from 
the  a  in  fcUe^  and  as  properly  the  long  vowel  corresponding 
to  the  short  a  in  carry  /  but  it  seems  destined  to  extinction,  and 
America  is  in  this  respect  following  the  example  of  England. 

*  The  influence  of  the  habit  of  full  and  distinct  articulation  in  the  orthoepy 
of  the  native  language  upon  our  pronunciation  of  foreign  tongues,  is  well  ex- 
emplified in  the  readiness  with  which  Italians  acquire  a  good  English  accent. 
None  of  the  Romance,  or  even  Gothic  nations,  learn  to  speak  English  so  well 
as  the  Italians.  The  same  remark  applies  with  great  force  to  the  Turks.  The 
articulation  of  Turkish  is  so  distinct,  that  upon  first  hearing  it,  you  follow  the 
speaker,  syllable  by  syllable.  The  Turks  acquire  the  sounds  of  foreign 
tongues  with  great  facility.  The  common  seal-engravers  of  Constantinople, 
upon  hearing  a  foreign  name,  will  at  once  repeat  it,  and  write  it  down  for  en- 
gra\'ing,  with  as  close  a  conformity  to  the  true  pronunciation  as  the  Arabic 
alphabet  admits  of. 
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There  is,  in  many  parts  of  the  United  States,  a  strange  con- 
fusion with  regard  to  the  nse  of  the  letter  r.  Indeed,  scarcely 
any  consonantal  sound  undergoes  so  many  modifications  in  pro* 
nunciation  in  different  countries  as  this.  In  some  languages  it  is 
pronounced  with  a  vibration  of  the  uvula,  and  is  at  the  same 
time  distinctly  guttural ;  in  others,  it  is  articulated  with  a  rapid 
vibration  of  ^e  tongue,  and  a  strong  emission  of  the  breath ;  in 
the  Sandwich  Islands  it  is  scarcely  distinguishable  from  Z,*  and 
though  marked  by  the  rough  breathing  in  some  parts  of  the 
British  islands,  in  others  it  is  but  an  aspiration  almost  as  inarticu- 
late as  A.  The  Bomans  called  this  consonant  the  Utera  ccminOj 
the  snarling  letter,  and  the  modem  Italians  pronounce  it  with  a 
very  forcible  trilL  I  believe  the  pronunciation  I  mentioned  as 
characteristic  of  some  American  districts,  is  not  peculiar  to  the 
United  States,  but  occurs  also  in  England.  It  consists  in  sup- 
pressing the  r  where  it  should  be  heard,  and  adding  it  where  it 
should  not.  One  need  not  go  a  day's  journey  from  New  York 
to  find  educated  persons  who  call  the  municipal  rule  of  action 
the  loTy  and  yet  style  the  passage  from  one  room  to  another  a 
dodh. 

Analogous  to  this  are  two  English  vulgarisms,  from  which  we 
are  almost  wholly  free.  No  American  yomig  lady  laments  that 
she  "  never  knows  when  to  hexasperate  the  haitoh^^ ;  nor  is  any 
cis-atlantic  Weller  embarrassed  as  to  whether  he  shall  spell  veal 
with  a  we.  To  ears  accustomed  to  discriminate  between  the 
use  and  omission  of  the  A,  and  between  the  letters  v  and  w^  it 
seems  strange  that  they  can  ever  be  confounded ;  but  I  believe 
they  are  nowhere  so  clearly  distinguished  as  in  the  United  States. 
The  Greeks  and  Bomans,  as  I  have  observed  in  a  former  lecture, 
had  the  same  embarrassment  as  the  vulgar  English  with  respect 
to  the  A/  and  it  finally  disappeared  from  the  articulation  of  the 
Southern  Bomance  languages  altogether.  Were  it  not  for  the 
influence  of  printing,  the  rough  breathing  of  the  h  would  prob- 
ably long  before  this  have  ceased  to  be  heard  in  English ;  and  it 
is  to  the  same  cause  alone  that  we  are  to  ascribe  the  perpetuation 


*  This  peculiar  articulation  of  r  is  found  also  in  dialects  of  Sardinia,  and  in 
some  districts  on  the  Italo-Swiss  Alpine  frontier.  A  foreign  ear  finds  it  diffi- 
cult to  decide  whether  the  natives  say  Kirche  or  Kilche. 
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of  the  distinction  between  the  v  and  the  w^  one  or  the  other  of 
which  has  become  obsolete  in  the  pronunciation  of  most  lan< 
giiages  which  originally  possessed  them  both. 

But  to  return  :  tiiere  are  other  diflferencee  between  our  Amer- 
can  accent  and  that  of  the  English,  which  are  as  yet  too  fleeting 
and  subtile  to  admit  of  definition ;  and  in  fact  we  differ  as  widely 
among  ourselves  in  this  particular  as  any  of  us  do  from  the  peo- 
ple of  Great  Britain.  So  far  as  these  shades  of  articulation  can 
be  characterized,  they  seem  to  me  to  lie  chiefly  in  the  intonation  ^ 
and  I  think  no  Eastern  man  can  hear  a  native  of  the  Mississippi 
Valley  use  the  O  vocative,  or  observe  the  Southern  pronuncia- 
tion of  ejaculatory  or  other  emphatic  phrases,  without  perceiving 
a  very  marked,  though  often  indescribable,  difference  between 
their  and  our  utterance  of  the  same  thmgs. 

The  integrity,  and  the  future  harmonious  development  of  our 
common  Anglican  speech  in  England  and  America,  are  threatened 
by  a  multitude  of  disturbing  influences.  Language,  being  a  liv- 
ing organic  thing,  is,  by  the  very  condition  of  its  vital  existence, 
by  the  law  of  life  itself,  necessarily  always  in  a  progressive,  or  at 
least  a  fluctuating  state.  To  fix  it,  therefore,  to  petrify  it  into 
imijiutable  forms,  is  impossible ;  and,  were  it  possible,  would  be 
fatal  to  it  as  a  medium  of  intercommunication  suited  to  the  ever- 
changeful  life  of  man.  At  the  same  time,  something  can  and 
should  be  done  to  check  its  propensity  to  wandering  growth,  and 
especially  the  too  rapid  divergence  of  what  may  ultimately  be- 
come the  two  great  dialects  of  the  English  tongue.  At  present, 
the  predominance  of  the  commercial  and  the  political  over  the 
social  relations  of  the  two  countries,  makes  the  unity  of  our  writ- 
ten speech  especially  important ;  but  the  wonderful  increase  in 
the  facilities  of  travel,  destined  perhaps  to  be  superseded  by  other 
still  swifter  conveyances,  is  constantly  multiplying  the  means  and 
the  occasions  of  personal  communication  between  the  two  peoples ; 
and,  indeed,  we  are  ah'eady  in  time,  almost  in  space,  nearer  to 
England  than  to  the  remoter  borders  of  our  own  wide-spread  em- 
])ire.  The  sea  is,  even  now,  no  longer  what  Horace  found  the 
Adriatic — a  gulf  of  dissociation — ^but  a  bond  of  union,  a  pathway 
of  rapid  intercommunion,  and  with  increased  frequency  of  indi- 
vidual intercourse,  grows  also  the  importance  of  the  identity  of 
our  spoken  tongue.     Let  me,  therefore,  express  my  entire  dissent 
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from  the  views  of  those  who  would  imbitter  the  rivabies  of  com- 
merce by  the  jealousies  of  a  discordant  dialect — who  would  hasten 
the  process  of  separation  between  the  stock  and  the  ofiEshoot,  and 
cut  ofE  the  sons  of  the  Pilgrim  and  the  Cavalier  from  their  com- 
mon inheritance  in  Chaucer  and  Spenser,  and  Bacon  and  Shake- 
speare, and  Milton  and  Fuller,  by  Americanizing,  and  conse- 
quently denaturalizing,  the  language  in  which  our  forefathers 
have  spoken,  and  prayed,  and  sung,  for  a  thousand  years.  If  we 
cannot  prevent  so  sad  a  calamity,  let  us  not  voluntarily  accelerate 
it.  Let  us  not,  with  malice  prepense,  go  about  to  republicanize 
our  orthography  and  our  syntax,  our  grammars  and  our  diction- 
aries, our  nursery  hymns  and  our  Bibles,  until,  by  the  force  of 
irresistible  influences,  our  language  shall  have  revolutionized  it- 
self. When  our  own  metaphysical  inquiries  shall  establish  a  wiser 
philosophy  than  that  of  Bacon ;  when  a  Columbian  Shakespeare 
shall  awake  to  create  a  new  and  transcendent  genus  of  dramatic 
composition;  and  when  the  necessities  of  a  loftier  inspiration 
shall  impel  our  home-bom  bards  to  the  framing  of  a  nobler  dic- 
tion than  the  poetic  dialect  of  Albion,  it  will  be  soon  enough, 
to  repudiate  that  commimity  of  speech,  which,  in  spite  of  the? 
keenly  conflicting  interests  of  politics  and  of  commerce,  make^  us 
still  one  with  the  people  of  England. 

The  inconveniences  resulting  from  the  existence  of  local  dia- 
lects are  very  serious  obstacles  to  national  progress,  to  the  growth 
of  a  comprehensive  and  enlightened  patriotism,  to  the  creation  of 
popular  literature,  and  to  the  diffusion  of  general  culture.  In 
a  state  where  the  differences  of  speech  are  numerous  and  great, 
the  community  is  divided  into  so  many  disjointed  fragments,  that 
the  notion  of  a  commonwealth  can  scarcely  be  developed;  for 
speech  is  the  great  medium  of  sympathy  between  man  and  man ; 
and  even  the  animosities  of  rival  religions  are  not  more  deep- 
seated  and  irreconcilable  than  the  jealousies  and  repugnancies, 
which  never  fail  to  exist  between  neighboring  peoples  who  have 
no  common  tongue.  Where  there  are  numerous  dialects,  but  few 
can  be  so  far  cultivated  as  to  possess  a  living  literature,  and  many 
even  will  exist  only  in  the  form  of  unwritten  speech.  Poverty, 
want  of  opportunity,  sectional  pride,  will  prevent  most  of  those 
who  have  no  written  language  from  acquiring  the  dialect  of  their 
more  fortunate  neighbors  who  possess  a  literature ;  and  but  few 
25 
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intelligent  philantliropists  will  occupy  themselvefl  with  the  intet 
lectoal  or  the  spiritual  interests  of  those  with  whom,  though  of 
the  same  race  and  the  same  commonwealth,  they  can  communi- 
cate only  through  an  interpreter.  What  we  consider  distortions 
of  our  mother-tongue  are  more  offensive  to  us  than  the  widest 
diversities  between  it  and  unallied  languages;  and  we  r^ard 
a  fellow-citizen,  who  speaks  a  marked  provincial  English,  with  a 
contempt  and  aversion  which  we  do  not  bestow  upon  the  for- 
eigner who  speaks  no  English  at  alL  The  unhappy  jealousies 
which  have  a  hundred  times  defeated  the  hopes  of  Italian  pa- 
triots, are  very  intimately  connected  with  their  differences  of  lan- 
guage. Every  province,  every  great  city,  has  its  dialect,  often 
unintelligible,  always  ridiculous,  to  the  natives  of  a  different  lo- 
cality ;  and  one  finds  in  the  popular  literature  of  Italy — as  for 
instance  in  the  Secchia  Bapita — ^frequent  exhibitions  of  a  mutual 
hate,  apparently  imbittered  quite  as  much  by  differences  of 
speech,  as  by  rivalries  of  interest  Of  course,  all  educated  per- 
sons know  the  Tuscan,  which  the  great  Florentines,  Dante  and 
Petrarch  and  Boccaccio,  made  the  language  of  literature ;  but,  as 
Byron  says, 

"  Few  Italians  tpeak  the  right  Etnucan  "; 

m 

and  in  Sicily,  the  people  repudiate  not  only  the  Tuscan  dialect 
but  the  Italian  name.  Fifteen  or  twenty  of  the  provincial  dia- 
lects have  been  reduced  to  writing,  and  more  or  less  made  known 
by  the  press ;  but  one  only  has  become  a  medium  of  communica- 
tion beyond  its  own  native  borders.  Every  Italian,  then,  has  two 
languages,  one  for  his  home,  his  fireside,  his  friends,  the  narrow 
plain  or  valley  or  mountain  he  calls  his  country ;  another,  for  all 
the  world  without ;  and  he  bestows  the  unkindly  name  of  for- 
eigner upon  even  his  brother  Italian,  when  his  speech  bewrays 
him  as  a  native  of  an  adjacent  province. 

The  inconveniences  of  local  dialects  are  infinite  to  the  people 
of  a  country  divided  by  them ;  and  nothing  but  personal  observa- 
tion can  enable  us  to  realize  the  annoyances  of  a  traveller,  who, 
desiring  to  extend  his  observations  beyond  the  sphere  of  the  hotel 
and  the  museum,  and  to  learn  something  of  the  rural  and  domes- 
tic life  of  the  people,  finds  his  curiosity  hourly  baffled  by  the  im- 
possibility of  free  communication  with  the  humble  claasee  of 
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many  European  conntries,  where  the  dialect  changes  ahnost  at 
every  post 

The  philanthropist  may  extract  some  consolation  out  of  this 
confosion,  in  the  reflection  that  the  want  of  a  conmmnity  of 
speech,  in  countries  of  ancient,  deep-rooted,  and  fixed  institations, 
Ihongh  a  great,  is  not  an  nnmixed,  evil.  Like  the  corresponding 
pecnHarities  of  local  costume,  occupation,  and  habits,  it  has  its  use 
in  the  scheme  of  Providence,  as  a  means  of  checking  the  spread 
of  popular  ei^citements,  and  a  too  rapid  movement  of  social 
changes,  which,  though  ultimately  beneficial,  yet,  like  the  rains 
of  heaven,  produce  their  best  effect,  when  neither  very  hastily 
precipitated  nor  very  frequently  repeated. 

We  cannot,  upon  either  side  of  the  ocean,  expect  to  be  exempt 
from  that  general  law  of  language,  which,  more  than  any  thing 
else,  argues  it  to  be  man's  work,  not  his  nature — ^the  law  of  per- 
petual change.  Man  himself  is  immortal,  immutable.  His  pas- 
sions, his  appetites,  his  powers,  are  everywhere  and  at  all  times, 
in  kind,  almost  in  degree,  substantially  the  same ;  but  whatsoever 
he  fashions  is  infinite  in  variety  of  structure,  frail  in  architecture, 
unstable  in  form,  and  transitory  in  duration.  All  this  is  emi- 
nently true  of  his  language,  and  therefore,  I  repeat,  to  this  law 
our  speech  must  bow.  But  we  may  still  avail  ourselves  of  a  great 
variety  of  means  and  circumstances  peculiar  to  modem  society, 
to  retard  the  decay  of  our  tongue,  and  to  prevent  its  dissipation 
into  a  multitude  of  independent  dialects. 

The  ori^al  causes  of  dialectic  difference  are  very  obscure ; 
and,  with  the  exception  of  those  which  depend  on  the  physical 
influences  of  climate,  they  are  usually  very  restricted  in  their  ter- 
ritorial range.  In  countries  nattirally  divided  into  numerous  dis- 
tricts separated  by  mountains,  rivers,  marshes,  or  other  obstacles 
to  free  intercommunication,  every  isolated  locality  has  usually  its 
own  peculiarities  of  speech,  more  or  less  distinctly  marked  in 
proportion  as  the  community  is  more  or  less  cut  off  from  inter- 
course with  the  nation  at  large.  As  the  construction  of  roads, 
canals,  and  other  means  of  transport,  opens  new  channels  and  in- 
creased facilities  of  commerce,  these  peculiarities  disappear ;  and 
in  all  parts  of  the  civilized  world,  such  internal  improvements 
are  rapidly  extending,  and  numerous  local  dialects,  and  even 
some  independent  languages,  seem  doomed  to  a  speedy  extinction. 
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The  causes  which  tend  to  extirpate  existing  dialectic  peculiari- 
ties, are  even  more  powerfully  influential  in  preventing  the  for- 
mation of  diversities ;  and  the  physical  character  of  our  own  ter- 
ritory is  such  as  to  encourage  the  hope  that  our  speech,  which,  if 
not  absolutely  homogeneous,  is  now  employed  by  40,000,000  of 
men,  in  one  unbroken  mass,  with  a  uniformity  of  which  there  is 
perhaps  no  other  example,  will  escape  that  division  which  has 
shattered  some  languages  of  the  Old  World  into  fragments  like 
those  of  the  confusion  of  BabeL  The  geography  .of  the  United 
States  presents  few  localities  suited  to  human  habitation,  that  are 
at  the  same  time  inaccessible  to  modem  improved  modes  of  com- 
munication. The  carriage-road,  the  railway,  the  telegraph,  the 
mails,  the  newspaper,  penetrate  to  every  secluded  nook,  address 
themselves  to  every  free  inhabitant,  and  speak  everywhere  one 
and  the  same  dialect. 

Independently  of  the  influences  of  physical  improvement,  or 
rather  perhaps  as  a  fruit  of  it,  there  are  circumstances  in  the  con- 
dition of  modem  society  which  are  constantly  active  in  the  eradi- 
cation of  its  minor  differences,  and  in  producing  a  general  amal- 
gamation of  all  its  constituents,  and  a  harmony  between   all 
instrumentalities  not  inherently  discordant.    Men,  though  indi- 
vidually less  stationary,  less  attached  to  locality,  are  becoming 
more  gregarious  in  the  mass ;  the  social  element  is  more  active, 
the  notion  of  the  solidarity  and  essential  imity  of  particular  na- 
tions, if  not  of  the  race,  is  more  a  matter  of  general  conscious- 
ness;   the  interests  of  different  classes  and  districts  are  more 
closely  interwoven,  and  the  operations  of  governments  are  more 
comprehensive  and  diffused,  than  at  any  former  historical  epoch. 
Look,  for  instance,  at  the  influentje  of  the  monetary  corporations 
connected  with  finance,  with  internal  improvements,  with  fire- 
insurance,  and  with  manufactures.     The  negotiability  of  their 
capital  diffuses  their  proprietorship  through  wide  regions  of  ter- 
ritory, through  all  classes  of  society.     Their  administration  re- 
quires frequent  communication  between  their  shareholders,  and 
between  the  direction  and  its  numerous  agents,  as  well  as  with  the 
millions  who  in  one  way  and  another  are  affected  by  their  opera- 
tions, and  thus  every  one  of  these  corporations,  mischievous  as  in 
many  respects  their  influence  is,  serves  as  a  bond  of  connection,  a 
means  and  an  occasion  of  more  intimate  communication  between 
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city  and  conntry,  mde  and  cnltivated,  rich  and  poor.  Add  to 
these  onr  great  charities,  the  crowning  glory  of  this  age,  which 
combine  the  efforts,  harmonize  the  sympathies,  and  bring  to- 
gether in  free  communion  thousands,  who,  but  for  sach  attrac- 
tions, had  never  been  led  to  act  or  think  or  speak  in  unison ;  and 
further,  our  political  associations,  which  gather  their  annual 
myriads  to  listen  to  the  living  voice  of  eloquence  from  the  mouth 
of  one  orator  nursed  on  the  banks  of  the  Mississippi,  of  another 
who  learned  his  English  in  the  lumber  camps  of  Maine,  and  of  a 
third  who  dwells  by  the  lakes  of  the  great  Northwest — all  speak- 
ing, and  so  all  teaching,  one  dialect  of  one  tongue.  In  like  man- 
ner, our  Qovemment,  acting  through  its  army,  its  navy,  its  reve- 
nue-service, its  pos^offlce,  is  continually  mingling,  in  all  its  de- 
partments, the  separate  ingredients  of  our  population,  communing 
daily  with  the  remotest  comers,  everywhere  employing,  and  forc- 
ing all  alike  to  employ,  one  form  of  syntax,  one  standard  of 
speech,  one  medium  of  thought 

I  believe  the  art  of  printing,  especially  by  its  creation  of  the 
periodical  press,  together  with  the  general  diffusion  of  education 
which  the  press  alone  has  made  possible,  is  the  most  efficient  in- 
strumentality  in  prodndng  muf ormity  of  language  and  extirpate 
ing  distinctions  of  dialect.  With  modem  facilities  of  transit  and 
transport,  and  the  present  great  tendency  to  centralization,  the 
leading  city  periodicals  are  sure  of  almost  universal  circulation. 
They  are  more  read  and  more  quoted  than  any  other  sources  of 
information.  The  improved  accuracy  of  reporter  makes  the 
newspapers  channels  through  which  not  the  thoughts  only,  but 
almost  the  very  accents  of  popular  speakers,  are  published  to  the 
nation ;  and  so  swift  is  our  postal  communication,  that  words  ut- 
tered to^ay  by  a  great  orator  in  New  York,  are  repeated  to-mor- 
row in  every  hamlet  of  a  territory  as  large  as  the  Spanish  penin- 
sula. 

The  influence  of  printing,  and  of  a  general  abihty  to  read,  in 
first  producing,  and  then  maintaining,  a  uniformity  of  dialect,  is 
remarkably  and  curiously  exemplified  in  the  Christian  population 
of  Hellas  and  Asia  Minor. 

The  modem  Greeks,  as  they  are  called  for  reasons  of  conven- 
ience and  because  of  their  conununity  of  speech,  are  a  people,  or 
rather  group  of  fragments  of  peoples,  very  diverse  in  their  origin 
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and  very  mnch  scattered  in  their  abodes,  extending  throngh  the 
whole  Turkish  empire  as  well  as  the  Hellenic  territory  proper, 
living  in  small  conmmnities,  often  separated  by  wide  distances  or 
by  impassable  natural  barriers,  surrounded  by  tribes  speaking 
very  different  languages,  and  therefore  exposed  to  continual  and 
discordant  corruptions  of  speech ;  at  the  same  time  they  have,  in 
general,  little  relationship  to  the  old  Hellenic  race,  few  common 
political  interests,  and  little  social  or  commercial  intercourse. 
Their  only  bond  of  real  imion  is  their  creed,  which,  among  them, 
suppUes  tiie  same  place  that  community  of  blood  does  in  other 
nations.  The  ancient  Greeks,  occupying  the  same  localities,  much 
more  nearly  allied  in  blood,  more  closely  connected  politically, 
possessing  greater  facilities  and  motives  for  personal  intercom- 
munication, often  gathering  from  their  remotest  colonies  at  the 
great  metropolitan  festivals  of  Athens,  of  Corinth,  and  other 
Hellenic  cities,  and,  above  all,  possessed  of  a  common  literature 
whose  choicest  dainties  were  the  daily  bread  of  every  Greek  in- 
tellect, nevertheless,  not  only  spoke,  but  wrote,  in  dialects  distin- 
guished by  palpable  differences  of  articulation,  inflection,  syntax, 
and  vocabulary.  The  modem  Greeks,  on  the  other  hand,  both 
speak  and  write,  not  indeed  with  entire  uniformity,  yet,  saving 
some  limited  though  remarkable  local  exceptions,  with  a  general 
similarity  of  dialect  very  seldom  found  in  languages  whose  terri- 
tonal  range  is  so  great. 

Now  the  influence  which  has  been  most  active  in  produc- 
ing this  remarkable  uniformity,  is  the  circulation  of  printed 
books  and  journals  employing  the  same  vocabulary,  and  follow- 
ing the  same  orthography  and  the  same  syntax.  Like  effects 
have  resulted  from  the  same  cause  in  Germany.  The  dialects 
are  dying  out,  just  in  proportion  as  the  more  general  dissemina- 
tion of  instruction  multiplies  readers  and  encourages  the  diffusion 
of  printed  matter.  If  printing  has  not  yet  conferred  the  same 
benefit  upon  Italy,  it  is  because  the  detestable  tyrannies,  under 
which  the  peninsula  has  groaned  for  centuries,  have  fettered  the 
press  and  excluded  the  masses  from  the  advantages  of  education. 
Where  there  are  neither  books  nor  journals,  there  can  be  no 
readers;  and  where  language  is  not  controlled  and  harmonized 
by  literature,  the  colloquial  speech  will  be  variable,  irregular,  and 
discrepant. 
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Of  all  countries  known  in  history,  the  North  American  repub- 
lic is  most  conspicuously  marked  by  the  fusion,  or  rather  the  ab- 
sence, of  rank  and  social  4istinctions,  by  community  of  interests, 
by  incessant  and  all-pervading  intercommunication,  by  the  uni- 
versal diffusion  of  education,  and  by  abundant  facility  of  access, 
not  only  to  the  periodical  conduits,  but  to  the  permanent  reser- 
voirs of  knowledge.  The  condition  of  England  is  in  all  these  re- 
spects closely  assimilated  to  that  of  the  United  States ;  and  not 
only  the  methods,  but  the  instruments,  of  popular  instruction  are 
fast  becoming  the  same  in  both ;  and  there  is  a  growing  convic- 
tion among  the  wise  of  the  two  great  empires,  that  the  highest 
interests  of  both  will  be  promoted  by  reciprocal  good-will  and 
unrestricted  intercourse,  perilled  by  jWousies  and  estrangement. 

Favored,  then,  by  the  mighty  elective  affinities,  the  powerful 
harmonic  attractions,  which  subsist  between  the  American  and 
the  Englishman  as  brothers  of  one  blood,  one  speech,  one  faith, 
we  may  reasonably  hope  that  the  Anglican  tongue  on  both  sides 
of  the  Atlantic,  as  it  grows  in  flexibility,  comprehensiveness, 
expression,  wealth,  will  also  more  and  more  clearly  manifest  the 
organic  unity  of  its  branches,  and  that  national  jealousies,  mate- 
rial rivalries,  narrow  interests,  will  not  disjoin  and  shatter  that 
great  instrument  of  social  advancement  which  God  made  one,  as 
He  made  one  the  spirit  of  the  nations  that  use  it. 


WEBSTEB  •  FREE  •  LIBBARI, 

Foot  76th  Street,  E.  R« 


THE  NEW  YORK  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

RBFBRENCE  DBPARTMENT 


This  book  is  under  no  oireamstuieea  to  be 
taken  from  the  Bnildin^ 


•"•■   ':     »    •«. 

1 

% 

• 

'*3rr*^.T' 

4 

.  .  -  -  — — 

.    .  ... 

■ -      

■ 





fwrai  4i« 

